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somé degree of anonynity. “The assumption that pre<adbplescents are
. more apt to6 talk t6 an unknown peer was proven id. Hotline .. .
PR .helpers were fouqd to be unable to relax endugh to calaly discuss the
‘Taller®s prgbleqs in depth.”’ The program as operating unﬁer its
3 -"present”stputture was not recomuended for qontinuation. o
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INTRODUCTION:

~

The purpose of this paper is #o deliver & technical progkcsé %eport

for.prograds conducted witﬁlfunds prov1ded under the Emergency School
As;istance Progrdm. Kankakée School District #11 provided two prd-
grams w1 th‘ these funds. " One'was ;:he Mob:i.le Learnd g Unit‘ Program
based on ucch11ques developed by Dr. W1111am Gladf r. The other

was a Lclcphone hotl1ne designed to allow students ho had a'problem

to telcohone a ccntra] locat1on so that they may talk with _someone;

T —— e e T -

[

posaibly receive some advice and direction; and at the same time

£ » i .
retain some degree of anonymity.,
Y S

MO3ILE LEARNING UNIT RROGRAM

-

¢ ' -
changes in students' self-concept. The progr ﬁ_was ofiginally

conce1ved by a team of staff members from

ankakee Schopl District

William Andersowﬁof Hracuse

_#111. Once the pcaéram was funded Dr‘

University was contracted to estapTish a resedrch méde’ SO:welcould

fogram, ‘ \

|

/ :

1 make no further coﬁéen; in defercnce

1

'K?ch‘is attached. (Attachment A)

‘:
|
t was designed and implemenited as a service tb students.

clor directéd the program and four Bth grade stud nts received

é;;honé calls.y T t’:-___ 3
. ! . T )

i PN ‘ .

|
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The ;tudentgﬁméqned the pbonéé every, Saturday from 9 a.m. to 12 h

~ . -

- .. _  -noom, fqgm,vaember,~I97g to June, 1971.
.. L «

a
" .

—— N
. Foliowing is a descrzptlve assessment that Mr Waync Kc51nger, the

34

<1
- counbclor to the pro;cct, submitted to me at the conclusion ofwthe
‘ program ftme pcriod (Attachment\B " My observations and assassment
of the Hotline Program are completeiy\consistent with those of -Mr,
\, Kesihger.: ‘
/. .
. "
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MRGENCY SCHOOL, ASSIS;TANCE PROGRAM
T4tlo LS Godo of Jddoral Rogulations

1970-71 )
Kankakee School District No. 1lll
3681 South Fourth Street - .
Kankakee, ‘I1linois 60901

,,,,,

‘o ¥

ITEM

AMOUNT REQUIRED FOR PROGRAM -

- . "_ e __Grant Funds - Expenpded . _Balance .
. N - -k ¢ — ) . - ‘ v o L ~ »
Employee Salaries: . ‘ .
',Mobile Learming Unit: . " o . ST o
2 Teachers @ $8900 $16,690.00 . $17,138.3L4 " -$ LLB.3Y .
L Teacher Aides @ $2600 - ] 9,710.00 9,328.01 381.99° .
Student Help Program: . ’ . : :
1 Counselor . ~ 850.00 850.00 o .
li Students . : ‘ ’ 550.00 257.40 - 292.60°
’ _ $27,800.00 $27,573.75  § 226.25
, Employeb Services and Benefits: - - \ | .
Compensdtion+for participants: $ 2,960.00 $2,725.9t  § 234.09 |
! . s - LI -
Contracted Services: * o ' ; : o
. N i 5 .
Self-Concept Identificabion & Testiw Wksps* ‘ +
1 instmictor @ $75 per day ‘
. X 9 ¢ onferences . o $- 675. $ 675.00 . -0~
© . I instructor @2.$75 per day \ .
¥ 3 days preparation R 225, 225.00 -0~
-1 instructor @ $75 per day i . )
X 3 days evaluation b 225.00 * . 225.00 -0- .
. . - y : .
’ B 1 . \\ $ 1 125000 $1,125-0° -O-
- <4 . . X . »
Instrugtor for Self-Conﬂept Identﬂ.fication . -
and Testing Workshops =" 4 trips @\$125 per $ 500:00 $ 500.00 y 0=
_trip.11 .days @‘$25 per diems. | __275.00 ___275.00 | -0-
] .
hd f- B’ . .' @ ) (. ' \. . $ ?75'00 _$ 775'00 "6'?
Oi‘flce Suppl:.es & Materials: MLY ; $ 200.00 $ 161.08"  -$ 38.92 3
v R . ' %o
Instmctional Supplies & Tes‘bing Mat.erials. - ’ ? -
\ b‘ . -~ : L)
obile Learning. Unit . - $ 800.00 $ '631.85 | $ 168.15°
- ' \ 500.'00 316.63  __183.37 .
b \ ~ﬂ$—1—36€>~00—-""“ $77okB.U8 o 351.52 T
-~ ‘2 v Ot «
sk \ -, / ¢

. ' "lp \‘;‘.’\ .3- .

.
- . . N .
ka--s. . »
, . .
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Budget Report Continued: . .
N A LABN Py
. ITEM « o ) Grant Funds Expendsd Baldnce
P | . “‘w s .:{ ; s 'X .3‘ N
P Scoring Pre- and.Post- Tests: B , e
’E - : ! '
Mobn.le Leémlng Units . >
Data Treatment for I tests _ )
1 Consultant Scorer 10 days | ek !
. @ $75 per day . $ 750,00 . $ 750.00 -0-
2 Assistant Scorers 7 days . ’ . ' '
- ‘sach @ $37.so per day . 450.00 1450.00° -0~
Scoring Inconplete Sentende Tests £
1 Consultant Scorer L da‘ys A Lo
1@, $75 pen iy 300.00 300.00 -0-
P2 Ass:.stant Scorers 5 days .
eash @ $37.50 per day 300 OO 3Q0.00 -0~ -
| PR 1, $ 1,800.00 -0-
‘ GRAND TOTAL DR = $35,960.00 | $35,109.22  $850.78"
|~ . ) > v . '~. e ) >
Lo . . g . f ‘ ’_.‘v-
e, zsiph Doy | ’ ' ' i - .
. Assqciate Supermtendent . . Ca //' A
. KankaRee School District #111 . A W 7/ . /
A9/3/T 381 So. Fourth . . o .l
T Kankakee, 11linois 60901 ) .
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A Project Focusing on the Development of Eositive Selr Concep;ts ~ ,
Among Students in a. Reorga.nizéd-l)esegratéd School Environment - [

‘ P . . e
“e -

\ Background to the Pro;ject 5 ) ‘¢

.
\

/ e ., ,,

<
Prior to September 1970, the public schools of

_ee,‘ Illinois were
" in & state of de facto segregation. Tbis stag,ement was much more true of
grades K-6 than of the upper six grades. The findings of J‘anuary 16 1970 of

, .the ‘H E W. representatives called for the desegregation of fa.oulty and students
[ 4

in all schools. Workipg ra.pidly, on Janue.ry 26 1370, the School Boa.rd a.dopted

a resolut:.on to meet the req_uirements of the Civil Rights Act of 1961+ by 'de-
» R

segregating stude.n;',s and faculty in all schools, Eurther, the Board d:.rected .
the a.dministrative sta.ff to form a task force to ag:complish the following

l. To develop the components of the desegregation “plan and to secure optimal
educational economic benefits, 2. To sec&emd sta.te financial aid,

as well as consultantship a.ssistance, %o bring about an in-service program

L

for the school personnel designed to focus on the development of positive '
!
self-concepts among students in a re-organized desegr ga.ted s,chool env1ron-

'S

ment., . * o - ‘ ‘ F.

o.,,,

As & result of Federal funding, the program was oi"f:(ciallv initiated on |-

.|
November 1, l970. Thus, the maximum time aYailable for conductmg a.ll the ‘

aspects of the pro;ject was approximately nine months, prqbably too small a \

period to e:@ect self concept ché.nges. The pre-planning, pre-training of the ; ‘
staff, piloting, the treatment exper{ences of the pupils s and Ahe final a.nalysi%\
of the results involved a rela.tively short period of time. Whether or not the.

pro.ject, and specifically the results s represent that which would ha.ve occurred

'_' undexr the condition oq additional time and money. is'not known. In reality,

: / 'E:t'_-'.'.'._’ -'8




T ]

_environment. " A ) .

3

that which has been attempted and accomplished should be v:Lewed as an 1m.tial

pilot step of a project aimed at’ systema‘tica.l_ly e.val%%tlng ‘the development of _ '

1"‘ r

positiwr(s'elf-concepts emong students in a re-organized, desegregated school
] [

A

’ >

In the orga.nizational proposal, stated were the follomng objectives~
1. 'To prov:.de teachers w:.th a better understanding of the students needs for

developing a posit:.vé self-concept. 2. To develop @ core of trained staff .

ot L
memhers who could serve as a positive force in treating & ooncern for develOp- b

AN

4
'mg a student s positive self-concept in an academic environment. 3. To .

develop a plan far creating an awareness “of self-concept inferences and for

structuring programs to\ nsure fair treatment to minority groups of students %ﬁ

in the classroom. ,‘ \ .

. ' .o - .
A »
The reorganization | @ desegregation plann:.ng implemented in the Kankakee .

~ v

school district preceeded the formal approval of the project proposal. Thus,
¢

no basel:.ne data ﬁ'om the 1969-70 school year ex:.sted on' a systematic basis. N '

Today, students of different social, ethnic, cultural, and economic env:.ronments
come together and increase the nor!nal range of dﬁ’;t’erences found in neighborhood
schools/ With this increase of heterogeneity 1t was likely that the mean achiev-
ment of many classes would decrease. This statement is 'consistent m.th nun;erous
previous studies, as well as the 1968 results of the Californi Achievement Test
"édﬁxstered in the Kankakee schools.‘ The research evidence n schools which
have moved from segregation to desegregation provided no legitimate basis for
implenenting this program.on the basis “of.the crit°erion of achievement. Taus,

L8

in the organizational planning, where the major objective was that of develop'-

* 0N

ing and increasing th pbsitive self-concepts of students, current. research in

education, and theory and research of psychology, were found to ‘include 'aspects

13

A o B9 o

— —

Y - °
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Taé Emergence of the Project. Des:Lgn

The original proposa.l has established the goa.ls of the

' of self-concept changes rather than attempting\that which appe \ \ed to haVe 1ess .

v,

potentia.l, that is' 2 mcreasa.ng academjc achieves ent. Obnously, it was hoped

' that achievement would improve. Without full reqo gnition, the staff bad ! <

:mvolved t’hemselves in a deep theoretical and res ch.a'.rgument en,gaged in by

[}

educationa;l school, and 1ea.rning psychologists. ) emediation p%ocedu.res and . . . -

behav:.or modification techniques are the %in. things” for ma.n,v applied psych-, W

ologists. For these people the prima.ry method to bring about posi\t:.ve self- V' ) vt
§ AT

concepts is to impréve tHe acquisition of skills, know dge, a.nd facts. On thé

P

dba
rather tha.n lack of skills. Thus, there is the*belief that a sign:.fica.nt \ L \

increase in achievement eventually depends upon revers:.ng €

.process from a \
Lo negative self image to a positive self-concept .

ic.a.nt. question remaired for th'e planning sta Could the pro.&ect be designed

around the gbal to mcrease self-céncept or should. & mord traditienal remedial
approach be utilized? The ﬁnal ddcision rested in an a.nswer

yes to the

‘\ - \

first of the parts of the question. It must be admitted that the consultanﬁ to

the pro:;ect :f'rom Syracuse University helped clarify the issue. The final decision,

\
“was to attempt to design this pro;ject to enable the answering -of the quest:.on. v




~‘/
e

a décrease of a.ca.demic def:.c:.encies .

through remech.a.t:.on proced.ures, or from .a\prog;-am des:.gned to increase "success

K
'\ o
. >
.

-~
“

_1dent1t1es, or both¢ or nen.ther N _ -_ . -':

of mplément:.ng pol:.cy ha\f&to tra.risp:.re. AJ.)/

though ne1ther the procedures or effect:.ng_ cha.nge nor;%ssessmg the class..
c.l.u

» V

", rooms had been decided upon, two tesms were hued and in

»

sessn.ons. Each .of the’ teams was led by a. former 'bea.cher with a. good\owlegge !

.

of the psycholog:.cal princ,:.ples wh:.ch underlie beha.v:i.or, In addzt:.on, ea.ch team

R4

ha.d. tWo teﬁt@er 's aids. In.total, there were three’ blacks and three whltes.

e

(ionsidora.ble olosure wa.s ga.ined through’ the meetings of the two teams with the -

\build.ing pr:.nci;gals, the pro;ject d:.rector ). and the school psychological constu.ta.nt

fr?m Syra.cuse Un:.vers:.*ty. Preceed.ing concurrent with %nd following the three

v

\ pre-planning sess:.ons with the’ consulta.nt the teams and pr:.nc:.pals were J.nvolved

in nmc‘t(l profess:.ona.l rea.ding observa.t:.ons of other pro;jects and. dJ.scuss:.on of *\

‘ <

Mays of mplementlng this pro,)ect One of the goals of the project d.xrector

and consultant during thes@ i ix da.ys of meetings was to gain inVolvement a.nd.
« ' =
commitment on the part of tue teams and prmcipals. Possi’oly a descnption of -

' - 1

""th'e d opment of the project de,s.:.gn is appropna.te
F ‘:3;2..\..:‘\ x::\ . ' . - . -

at ‘thi\s tinte. . e . . . '
. ‘The goa.l 1n this’ preparatory. perlod wa.s to develop a. des:.gn tha.t would .
, result 1n systematically ga;med da.ta. which would answer the questloes of the
project and, contr:.but,e to the knowledge of) the, profess:.on,. Unfortuna.tely , the
research of ma.ny educa.tional psychologists 1s so highly contnolled that the

results are of dnbious slgnif ce for schools where numerous variables cannot

v

s

ed in"the pre- la.nn
\ P P 1118 .




_. T £ to ‘oe effective but la.cks &slgnifica.nﬂ vali

v the :l.nvolvae.ment of two grades, fourbh a.nd fif‘th :l.n the pro:]ect, To *attempt to R

- LR

Gra.des InVolved in the Pro,]ec’c~ ' T e ', S

. N "y v
Rid 5 lk-‘ o

~

. - L

. One of the important decisions made in the- pla.nm,ng. sessions'resulted in

0

reach & gr,ea.ter number was regected on the ba.és,is of.,il:tmited tb.me a.nd mopies. )

e two schools Selectgd :r.xgluded a.ll of the fourth and fifth g_rédes 9f the N

s

study popu.'l.ation. Ea.ch was, located :.n a predomina.ntly black schbol community.

o #7s

There was a t’bto.l of&'27 classes in School A - Lincoln and l7‘ cla:s ses 1n School Bf) -

F:o.nklin. In add.ition, the staff mn.de the decision to involve as many cla.sses

L 4

as possible,,

PR Y
- . . e
- ¢ .
[ -

\
' [y

Instrument Sele‘ction and Development

L4
-

A ma.aor defz.ciency of many stud.ies involv:.ng the construct ofhself-concept P

'

is that too many scores or va.riables are sdlected whb.ch are on]y vaguely related.

g ez

to the ba.sic varia.blé or are not consistent wmtheoreticﬂ framework

' It is believe{ ’tha.t the instrmnents modified and developed. would produgce jores

‘which perm:.t the direct a.nswer:.ng of the 'basié proaect q\uestions. These nstru-

¥
a

‘ments were: . ‘ ' ce o - \

1. Brookover s (1962) S.C.A., Self-conce;pt of.Ac:e.dem;.c Abillty g .
L Scale, was modizfied to meet the age;u grade; reading, a.nd ex'_ger- ': . 5'
, ‘iential be.ckgrounds of the children, of the pro,)ect The responses R
to this ikstrpment were interpreted as 2 measure of the acade;nic

¥ . ‘o A [

self-conasept of the respondents.

. N
» . , -




2.. The L.A.R, Seale, develo ed by-Cranaa'.n, etats (2965) permitted
‘ an evaluation oi‘ the w:.JIingness of students' to take reIons:.b:.l:.ty

L ¥
. -Tor the:.r_ a.cademn.c successes _a.nd for their a.c%demic fa.iltn‘es. This

. " instrument r'eq_uired n;odif'ica.tion in terms of the reading and inter-

a.cter:.stics of the fourth- grade. Ba.sical]y, it shoulg
. be co sidez; d as an instrument which differentia.tes between the I - E%
\ ' X | chara.cter:. tics of ':‘.’nd:.vidua.ls The I is the willlngness of the "
. respon@ent to interna‘.a.ize (to ta.ke personal or self responsib:i.l:.ty)
his sutcesges and failures' the E is the tendency of the respondent
to exteynalize or give others credlt for his successes ‘and blame -
' ot nimsels" for is failuve, o . ;'

3. The third and possibly the most ::.mportant da.ta. of the pro:]ect were

semantic differential :.nstrument. “Quoting Osgood,/the ma;]or dev-

eloper-of ,this technique "o; &1l the iips that inha.h:.t the \ S

\-\

nervous—system that 'al:ttle b ck boxJ in psychological theor A '
\ . &

~ i« Ing - the one we ea.’L'L 'mean\ng s held hy comon consent to be
tPe most elusi.ve. Yet ----this whria.ble is one of the most

‘mfiortant determiners of h behavior! (1957).

-

. To measure the intema.l - ongoing meanmgs (self-concept) Held by the ..

i
students of this project, it was’necessa.ry to use some observable index, The

\

search for' such an :I.ndex of mea.ning resulted in the selection of the semantic '

\differential procedures of Osgood, et;. al. (1957). Among the reasons for this
Be

choicche iact thu.t these proccdurca can bo evaluated highly again.,t thc

-

. usual.criteria. for meu..,uring instr\mnents' objecti ty, rel;.ability, valid;tj\,

% sensitiyity, end utility. L : SR
N 4 R . N .
| . v N . - . [ ~

\ . e N , .

2, : : i E.. 13 SR

- . v \ | - . AN
o - .

o — .

obtained tbrough the administra.tion o:f' e specif:.ca.uy developed. ¢

——




The semantic spac'e factors selected were: 1. evaluative, and 2, oz'iented
activity. Thesé factors req_uired the ‘subjects to respond to certain concgpt
¢ (i.e. school, t s) friends) in terms of certain’ bipolar scales (i e. good -

bad fact - glow). As can be surmised, the first £actor, evaluative,,is a_,

L A i
et et g 17 e

Jeasurement of the tendency of human beings to participate in some internal

\\_//_“‘- .
’process(es) which are chiefly evaluative in pature - a mode of evé‘luation. Used .
were five sca.‘l.es (pairs of polar words) of which gooa-bad had the highest load-
ing. The Second factor assessed is tha:t which Osgood refers’ to as—“ériented

¢ activity.” ‘Seales having high loedings and used in this project were: Mot - . .
\

cold,, fast - slow, alive = dea.d, and d:.ff:.cult - easy. Emese two factors

account for approximately ifsy percent of the semantic space; the other six

factors contri%ute th\other half -of the variance,” ¢ . - P
A DR

/ Due *to the nature of the technique,\a virtually Endless number of concepts |
could have been selected f?r assessment. Here the criterion of utility was t&e
" most important in the selejbtion process., ‘l‘he project staﬁ’ selected the follow-

ing congepts: school, 'teﬁchers s e ’ and i‘riends. The frrst two concepts

permitte sessment of aspects of the academic sel?-concept, ,the last

divulged information about the social self-concept. -

il -

* The selection of the .h:.polar sc{éles :mvolved the utilization of the follow- a.“ :

“a

ing\ﬁiteria. l. The height and purity of factorial loadings. : 2'.' Readab:rl\itv
difficulty Qf no higher than the third*grade (Thorndike-LQrge lQ ) 3. .. Apparent

’ l\..

utility value in terms of the selected éonc ts. The procedures for assessment» N

“" were among those recommended by the developers of the techm.que. , - . ' -

Pilot Study . ST ° t o \\ ) Y

. T
The motivations involved in tne promotion and conduot of the .pilot study

EN

are difficult to describe and evalua.te. Among those which were apparent to1 the .

‘ . . 2 P . . .
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‘.,’ pf*,aﬁéers’ Were: L. The need to test out the newly constructed mstruments, thls

‘, mc.luded the eva.luation of the rea.da.bllz.ty level, the precrseness of mstruct:.ons .

K and the SUbjective evaluation of "des;ra'ble group size," é.nd 2.. the need to -

""r . \\./ o l ',

_ v ’ assess the simllarrta.es gnd differences between the two gra.des of the., two schools

L involved, ih the proaect. Ii’ the two schiools were found (as was true) to be .

-

composed of pup!s possessing similar self-concepts ﬁr:.or to the treatments, the - ‘

segments of thé fina.l desb.gn m\:ld not be tod rigidly prescribed " : .

e"l ’ v

" .,ﬂ,,"" ' Thus, the three self—concept instnzments (Aca.dem:.c Self-Concepts, Int'elr- S

" KR K

: ._ lectual Ach:tevement Responsib;rlity Scale, and Ehe Seme.ntic Da.fferentlal) were% .
’ ‘ a.dmmistered to e. random]y Selected sample of. fourth a.nd f:.fth gra.ders of ea.ch ! . '

. . ,?

. ... Of the o scﬁools- The t6tal pilot sampl! oopsisted of 92 fourth. and z92 fifth . !
A g;-a.ders. NQ attenipt wa.s made to control for sex ,differepces. . 3 .‘ _. .. L

e g

ek For each of tbg eieven sdores the mean, va.riance, and sﬂ:.anda.rd deviation .‘.' y

a . \:"' et -~ ‘c " o

e *were computed by school and" by gra.dé. . These pegu‘.tted a stati'stical ena.lysa.s R

N Co- ¥ Cooor
pf the basic q;uéstion of the ;pilo‘b study How sim:.lar or different v\re the

S self'-concepts (&S measured) Of the p)zpiis ot the same grade :Q; attended drffer» U P

'_' ent ,sshOQJ.S‘I If sitrilaﬂty was thé rule rather‘ thmi the exception, this wouldl

. . R .
B . R .
o - 4 % ﬁt"\

differences. : .os' level was£ncepted as:meeting the.criteria-of statistica.l. '

;
¢ . _»-.' Y . .. S I oo .
s : ot ) '\' b .o - . . . N . v
si.gnif‘icance. ) St S v : . .
N “144 - ! . ; oy . ‘

-

‘ ‘ o .. The two fonrtb gra.de:; dii‘fered signj,ficantly on one of the .eleven self- TN .
o v , ‘e 2 R .." ‘ “:

concept comparisons., on the evaluatﬁ'.\fe factor of the sema.ntic dli‘ferentral,

' where resppnses were ma.de td’ the concept - tea.chTrs_ - the ¢ was 2.55 p. £.05.

»




A except:.on. ‘ . ‘\

. /-,' - - N * "‘r \ ;
The fourth gra.ders 7 Lincodn School eva.lua.ted teqchers in the more. :avora.ble

d:.rect:.on. None of the other ten mean d:.fferences approaehed s:.gn:.f:.ca.nce

Thus, s:.mila.r:.ty etween the two fourth ya,des wa.s the rule~ and not the /‘

\

1bil:.ty for fa.ilures," part of the I.A.R., where the pup:.ls of Fr ok
&
scored s:.gniﬁcantly higher (_ = 2. 1&0) Once again, thexe was zmch

similarity between the pupil’s of the two schools than differencfs

be a logica.l choice among the ensting stat:.stics. '
‘In térms oi’ that which was" referred to as tHe log-lstics of the pro;ject,
‘the pilot s*tudy revea.'l.ed to the staff that as gmch as twenty percent of the ‘
. _pup:.ls had readability d::.fﬁculta.es, that the testi.ng groups should be kept
'in size tb a number not greater"hhan 25, a.nd ‘that the administration of the

\ v

instrmnents should not téie pla.ce in a room so large that SOme pupils would have

difficulty clearly xriem.ng the imsges on the screex? from an overhead pro;jector. )

" As a resulf‘c of' these observatiotrs, “it'was decided to ma.ke spec¢ial prov:.s:.ons '

fo\{' Qbose studenﬁs who mght have a reading problem. I‘he pre- and post-test-‘

’

n};\qus}ops»for these pup:.ls would ‘take place in groups not la.rger than »hree.

* One member f'rom a ’ceam would be respons:.ble for' clear cOnmmicata.on of the

'izistruct:.ons of 'bhe instnment , ' ‘ gy,




. coneerned grade rather than school d:.f‘ferences.

\ . . .
JSreatments were Glasser's cl\‘ sroom meetingg and .the remediat:.o procedure bf Lo

: " the mobile 1earning unit. _Included in the f£i Le is the\mnnber of students who , /

; .8s.-a pre - post - control Thus, the four basic cells of t’he\ project were** R
o : ~ / :
b I Cl,assroom Nee'hings - Pupils participating in ended discussions

€‘i\
consistent with the wr:.tings of William Glasser ( 9). glasses with a

tojcal of 150 jpupilsyere involved in hese discu sion ochures.\\ The goal was

' | \




»

v

§

w?

< . ‘
N - .

consistént with the writings of Glassexin that it was hoped that these would

increase ﬁihe positive self-concepts of the\ children, For approximately thirty

v

minutes, three times per week,’ these children were removed from the regula.r

class procédures a.nd invoived in the' open-&ed discussions\ These lasted for

a period whﬁch ‘began approxmately January, 15th and were concluded approxmately

four nonths later. Six classes were selected for this

fourtp grade and

éhree in the fifth, .

\

2. Remedia. ion Procedures (Mo'bile Learning Unit) & Here the seams

concentrated qpon improving the a.cademic skills and knowledge of the pupils. N

Individual pupils or small groups were removed :from the classroom’to be engaged

in the remed:.ation program. Not all puplls rece:l‘ved these remedial atte “

..¢ for prec::n.selsr the same amount of time, However, L.L‘L were involved in

program for the approximately four months period. (Note. The reader inte ‘

in a more detailed description of the procedures and techniques ut:.l:.zed by the

teams and their ;nembers is invited to cqntact the Froject Director of the Kanka~ _

kee School System.) Here again, six classes were random:ly selected for inclus-

N

fon in this treatment s three for each grade, However, an unforeseen circumstance‘

resulted in zi decrease of the anticipated size of the cell ,(150) to ‘133. This -

was due to the refusal, _,py one classroom teacher to permit her students to 'par~ .
ticipate 1n the remed:.ation program. She strenuouslv ob,jected to the(:x

b { -
»removal

from the classroem. Unfortunately, this did not occur until approximately two

weeks had transpiredﬂin the period.

& ——

é: Combined Open-ended Discussi’on and Remediation Prqcedures - Each of

these six classes (N=146) participated in both of the previously described

tredatments, This cell ‘permitted an 'ana.flysis of whether & *combination of

4
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ments. .
' ~y . e
T
N ' /
. . Control Remediation '+ ~ | , .
e - group (Mobile, learning. . ‘
' , Unit) Group Lt
NE s o -~ o
A (N=191) N = 133 ' 9 ..
S - .
S - . g ) . u’;.‘._«f"';":;;:‘f U .
S Open-ended . Combmed treatment T L -
- B + discussion ©= -— group _ - a e
R ; . group ) A PR 3
Lo : N=150 \ N = 146 | K
. 3 | - . . I ‘\’ - : .' - . . .v -~ . . / l.
T, Figure 1 - The 2 x 2 treatment design L. !
% . /
In terms of the schools involved in the cells of the study, the fol}owing
d.s a description of the arra.ngements by schools, by gra.des, a.nd. by treatments.
Linckm School | S
1. Open-Ended Discussion = four classes, two'for each grade. R
This is the Glasser plus, and remediation minus cell of ' -
. \ . 4 ,:
. A . &
the design, | .. ) -,
'i \ . a - . .
¢+ -2, Both Open-Ended Discussion and Remediat¥on Procedures - . -
- \ . ) . ,’
four classes, two for each gra.de.& This is the plus, plus ¢ :
cell of the design. ’ \ ‘ . ’
s \\\ 1]
,
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'3. Control Grows - the 191 pupils of this cell of the design"

£ ',” we?re selected from this sctiool. ' Tai’s was possible due to

e | the resuits of the ;p:ilo‘lf _s*l':ﬁdy.. In~ xeferring.to ngure 1, .- / . o
‘ . this is the minus-'m:mus cell. = , . \\ {{: )
) _ “ Fre.nklln School . S L . \ L Ve ) :“‘:\‘\
1. Open-Ended Discussion On.'Lv two classes, one for each gra.de.
\ These complete the, requirements of the cell. - 3 1\_’ ” ] > 5

~‘~l-

. - The pa.rtic:.pa.t:.;g cla.sses ra.ther than pupils selected from ea.ch clé.ss were .
S randomly selected from those exist:mg in each school, This was necessanr; if

." " the c%opera.tion of tea.chers was to be obta.ined and ma.inta:.ned Thus, the treat. ..

“
Al

~ ment d.esa’.gn, :mcluded a. control gxoup of 191 puplls and a.to‘t:a.l of l+29 :.nvolved A
'~ in'the trea.tme(l'zt groups.}:_. e T } L "', - o
‘ The data. ahalysis design a.p;pea.rs in F:l.gure 2. l5rior to the ‘iz'zlzi:i:ia.tioyn of ; Ch
1 the treatments all six hundred a.nd twenty pupils par’cicipa.ted in pre-testing .

fmus produced t‘ne ba.sel:me data. which was sta.tistically compared to the post- "~

a,

T tes'b results and. permit endence of change. i
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Results of the Project T . .

Due to the massive amount of data and the tremendous number of permo.tations, " )
\ :

certain decis:.ons had to be made about what to include in ’this results sect:.on of

1L _
: lthe report It :.s hoped that most, if not all, of the decis:.\ons were adeq_uate. x

A}

: The data will be presented in five parts., The ;Eirst three involv:e;m)resenta:tion e
of descriptive stat:.st:.cs which had two i‘u.nctions. Numm{one, they serve as

"baseline data and give bas:.c :.nforma.tio,n about the nature of pupil responses with—

.

out the involvement of "blocking." Thus, they wil:l\ not include data wh:.ch are T s
specific to indindua.l treatments. In the last two pa.rts, the most 1mporta.nt in:

the evaluation of the treatments, differences -due to race, sexy’ - and treatment will

be da.scussed. Whenev‘er appropriate, analvses by grade w'ill be presented. :’ .
A, I’ne Responses of thé Total Sample. T P

‘l . 'J

Fo d i.n Table I are the means and standa.rd deyiations for the eleven vare .
iables for the 620 pupils of the pro’ect. “The top two rows include the means
te.nda.rd deviati,ons for the eleven variables pr:.or to treatment These are’ ?‘a, T ‘
followed by the post treatment data. The last row is the compa.rison of the pre- AN
and post project means, these are presented as difference scores. A nn:hus score‘
means that there was a loss between pre- and post treatment periods. Concernin%»_i,«_—»
these data, /two special notes nmst be’ acknowledged. Number one was thatgthe
‘pilot s nducted in December of 1970 produced results which strongly
\ indicate that the students of\these two schools, a.nd of- these two grades, showed
; significa.nt declines ‘on the scores on most o:f‘ these eleven variables from ourth‘
' to fifth grade. Except for the Semantic Differentia’l\variables of "Me" an

l"Friends," the fourth grade results were much more positive than those. of th

fifth. The second point neec(ling “emphasis is that for two of these scores, ta.kj.hL




responsi‘bility for jsu_ccesses and ta.king responsibility for failures, the total
C. maximum _raxfge was e.meré eleven points, 0 - 10. Taus, there ‘could be less

\ ~

chance of a.ppa.rent change on these two constructs.

. ¢
N,

Of the fourth and f:.fth graders or:.glna.lly selected or inclusion in the
post testlng. This

studv, the*total was 661, 620 were present for both pre- an

final total consisted, of 248 white ma.les, 71 bla.ck males, 2 whlte females, and .

e =
e

PP L i"a

81 black’ females.' lhese figures are quite cohs:.stent with the bl ck - wh:.te V

1 -

ra.t:.os of the ,school commmity a.nd of these two gredes. For. the .total school

system, the 1969 }0 school year i‘:.gures showed that .there’ were 23. 6% bla.cks. )
The l970-7l quantlties for. ‘these two grades’ 1ndica.te that there was'a 25 : 75%

" ratio of blacks and whites. ‘

Ly ~ .
. N

. The mean gain scores from pre- a.ml post trea.tment showed eight losses a.nd ,

‘ three ga.ins. These resu‘i.ts -are Very cons:.stent witk} the p:.lc\:t study results.
i’uplls of these two gradesgin Ka.nkakee, Illmo:. grow decreas:.ngly pos:.t:.ve "about
the numerous aspects of schools a.s they proéres through and from the fourth
*to fifth gra.de. Most of the eleven‘mean ga.m scores were quite smalI The .
eocceptlons were the constructs of Schoo]\ Eveluatlve and Tea.chers - Evaluat:.ve. -

-

[Each ofthese“t:wo had large‘ﬁinus scores. A.'L’l. three of the pos:.t:.ve gain
scores were quite small 'with Fr:.en

Oi-e.ented Activity being the la.rgest.

4 3
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B. ‘Multiple Regression Ana.lysis - Stepwise - Ne620 ,

The correlat‘ional matrix (Table II) is presented for twd reasons. The ‘most

4
. . M

basic of' these was to answer the question of whether of not J.nferenti statis%icg L \
and specif:.cally ana.'lysis of’ coche Were required a.nd would be, app opriate. R
“Unless there was a significant correlation 1 between the scores on phe- pos't o ‘
testing on, the seme ’measu::;es, \a.na:lysis of covar‘iance would ‘ot be i%ded_.

?

other words there would be ,noth:.ng to cova.ry out. Since each of the correla.\t

.(‘_

" ions between £ -Pof the same measure was significant additional an sés were P

"

appropriate. The cond ma.;]or reason for the :m.clusmn of this matrix as the

need to check the correlations of each scorp, '&éith fall others on the pre- post

v

treatment periods. Ho'bably the most significan% finding. was the relative lack
of statistical significance. Bowever, the Sema.ntic Differential responses to

two school factors correlated significantly wn.th the seme scores on tne teacher

N

-
factors. The remaining few smgnifica.nt éorrelations showed no consi“ tent

' patterning. R 7 N S




" \TABLE II

4

Matrix of Pre- "'ea.tment (E) - Post Treatment (P) _

b SN ’ - abu
N OV N AN
a * - M
N .
.
W "
.
. ‘
& - * S

P

‘Sc;:lft‘ Concept Scores, N=62~O ’ ) L
E5 E6 E7 E8 B9 E10 RIL
A6 .33 .Ityn\.o‘s ~10 .63_ .23 -
27 .25 =02 (.08 .00 .05 .06
06,7 03 .15 .08 -0l .09 .22

260 R17 00 o0 . A 05 -06 “16

0 Nsg .2 .13 05 . AT 405 S ag s
:37 F.%?\.oa .06 .06 .06 .02
10 .05 32 13 .00 -.03 o2 Y

012 "

.09, A1 =20

208 =10 -0l .16
A

05 .2% a1 -k

11

-

.+0L

LY 4
- N,

.10

ok

27 3 )
=.03

g

02

.
. R .
3
. e
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a5

School-Evaluative = , ,
Schiool-Oriented Kc’cixéty o
Me-Evaluative = ~
Me-Oriented Activity
Teachers-Evaluative i
Teachers-Oriented Activity

[P A

o v

-

R L

'i.

0 o~y
o =

P 05 = ql6___1:_o"1_._;:_‘2.‘3_‘“.w’3;;‘:1‘f:"» “w -

-

.. B

L4 Vel
f -
N .
L]

Friends-Evalugtive . .
Friends~Oriented Activity
Success~Responsibility .
Failure-Responsibility
Academic Self ‘Concépt
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" C. Results’by ﬁaL‘ and Sex but not by Treatufent
S

Ihe results included tmder this lebel aze presented in ngrrative ra.ther
”~

»

ment means by race a.nd by séx. . E 1',,;

7/ treatment tg%aled 2l+8 The mean scores on t@pre- ahd pos testing per:.od.s

*

"}

ax;d Teachers - Evalua.t:.ve. The two gaa.ns were not as la.rge, hey were on the
factors of Friexids Evalua.tnre, and Me - Activity For two scores’ there was
Y,” j'-\bns‘:f:'a/lly no change‘ the\se vere \Me - Evaluative arfd Fr:.ends Activ:.ty.

/ " The black male group, wh;.ch consisted of 71, showed. seven mea.n losses on
\ .

the eleven scores. Of these there

// —
, ua.tive. ﬁﬁ the

o e Friends - t:.v?.ty, Me Ae ivity, and School = Act:.vity .

~e,

ed the grea.test numher ‘of. mean losses heiy(

\
Ihere yere ten mean 1oss\es, the largest being

'

L4

4 gain. shgre was on the construct oé iends Activity. For three scores the

-/‘44

i 1y,

t e respons:.bility scores for sﬁccesses a.nd /aﬁares and the Me - Activity

? - . ‘\ . . . . ~

= .
. . .- . e . \:\ . ) .
.. scqres. . - N, M- : , . !

l ' ' bl

The mea.ns i_‘gr\‘tfe 81 black feme:!.es showed eight 1mes" in the project
’.me gneatest wefe School Evalua.tive a.nd Teachers - Evaluative. of
o " the'thr e ga%ﬁs, the la.rgest was ’Friénds Evaluative. The’ otker two gains

. »
~were . Friends - “hetivity aqd. Me Ac‘oivi-ty. C !
. R ; Y \4 R :\l\; . : . o H
[ ' * - I \ ‘— ' ""“‘\\ '
. \ '\\ s . ._"... }\'\ﬁ - 27. N N

uative and th7 seconY@st be Te\achers - Evalua.t:.v‘e. The one

(
tha.n ta.b'ala.r form, I[ncluded will 't>el.'b a br:.ef d.escr:.ption of the pre- post treat-
Ty The white maJes involved in this. pro;ect but_not sederated by, g}ade or by

z " showed nine losses. ‘I’ne two la.rgest were on the fa.ctors of School Evalua.t:.ve,

b

~
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2 2N

g In smuary,,probably the mst\:.m;gorta.nt f:.nd;mg abou‘b the means fbr these g
t eleven scores fqr the two reces and two _sexes (ntho;zt regard for trea.tment)

we.s tha.t the Tour @'otmrs ha.d more 1osses~than sb. Wh:.te females had the IR %

p o 4 '/\-\ Te—

highest number of losses, followed. closely by white males. df the eleven scores, - !

one was the most dramatic in that it sho‘wed the eatest loss for ea.ch group. ~-{'. .
This -was School ‘- Evaluat:.ve. ﬂ?ae second la.rgest 3.oss for a.lg. but the—white\ ‘

- females wa.s Tea.chers -»Eve.lua.‘t:.ve. 0 the ge.in scores, the most consistent L
improvement wes found on, the Friebd.s Evaluative concept fl!he exceptron, - ) \\‘ .
"white fema.les, showed g:la.test ga.in on I‘r,,}emjs . Act‘:.v:i.ty. . ',?"",:1 S "._.; . ]
. ‘ 'D. Meen and Dsfsggers:.oh Results, Race by Sexl?y, '.I}:rea.tmentT\_( \ ’:‘( . . .:' )
The fourth step in th:.s ana.Lvsis of “the re'stﬂ.‘ts :.nvolved. thg preséntat:.on ' v
: of the means and standard deviat:.ons fc?r the eleven sco;{s. ‘rnese are shown by e ,/ .

race, sex, and trea.tment in Tables 3 6, These tab‘les @clude the descr:.ptive '

w

N .-\ . \ e
the e ré&pre eﬁt ba.sel:.ne da.ta.. Iﬁrpothesesaab}:ut —

A ‘,

sta.tistics concerning the prer mnd post trea.tment results., The control groups / .
will be discussed fa,rst sin
4

the ef:f.‘ects ' the 'Erea.tzne s can be $2ed tﬁrougﬁ]cunparison,OL each of th
treatraents th the contyol group. '

4 o

- I~ N

" A1l 7/our control/éroups (race /by sex) showed % higher number df losses
the.n gains during th( pro;ject peri# \Here,_,a.s Well as on the prev:.ous a.nd TN

] fonowing pa.g?es, g

n scores weré’ computed for the eleven varia.bles of the study. .
‘When the pre-»tes7 score was the hlghest of the two it was ‘an indz.ca.t:.on of & - \ \

IS

'3.oss. ' T e N e e f'"’)'*\\-\.

< - ., - [

‘»""“'" The resug.ts of the four control groups are found in the fa.rst column of the

" four ta;ples. The smaJJ.est number of losSes was man::.fested. by the white males and
\ * -
black females; each of these had seven losses. At the other extreme s the

- -—-——a\ Y \\ '
Yn t ) . - . \‘,

. s ~ -
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- - . * . N

- . . " :
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: black 'niales, who had ten losses. The rema.:.ning group, the wh:.te females, had oo
[ ] ' ~

.

eight losses. These/dé.ta of the control groups were presented since they are ' "-. 1‘

.

. important in the analyses. oi‘ cha.nge. From thn.s point, :bhe ma:;or presenta';::.on <

will be the scores of ‘the pup:.ls involved in ea.ch of the grcups, contro and
- t-rea.tment. o T ‘ S .

PR Controi e o R ’ Lo
~i . < . ‘ “ " . " . , . -
“The wn:.te male 'contrcl group conta.med ’29 pupils wh:.ch is- the total nf ’

( ' t

; the two g:ra.des. As zbentioned prevv.ous]y, the:.r responses showed losses on

.
.

o seven of the eleven scores. Of these‘losses, i;wo wére very la.rge stat:.stica.lly

0

these were on on the fa.ctors of Tea.cher Eva.lua.tive a.nd School Eva.luat:.ve. In
addit:.on, a sizeable J.oss occurred on’the Tea.chers - Act,:.v:i.ty scores, - The only

gain of a.ny magn:.tude wa.s 'found on the- Fr:.ends Evaluative construct. The

- -

\: o“l:her ga:.ns were a.ca.demic self-concept, and Me Acti@.ty aid Me - Evalua.tive 5

wh:“.ch were verysma.ll T AN . o ' S

N

] (.- g . . . N -, “" . X . \ .
.o U ‘l‘he responses of the nineteen bla.ck males of the control group were some= 2.

what different. 1jhe number o:f' losses ‘lncreased. to ten oi‘ the eleven scores. - ..

“~

: These black mnles showed a huge loss on the School - E\ra.‘lnative concéfpt and a

) | very large loss on the Teachers - Evalua.t:.ve score.. Additional la::ge losses | .

S ]

»

{
7. on the academij self-concept test.

: ., were on the Ws - Activ:.ty e.nd Eriends Evaluetive scores. ‘l‘he only gain
wa.sa ef'“‘

e e7 even scores of th white f"emales control group included ea.ght mean y

1

p losses. / Two of these t}ere quite la.rge* they were School Eva.luative and Teachers -
/.n - g '

s Evaluative. of the three ga.ins R ,the largest was on the. Friends - Evaluat1v7

)
l
i
i

.- concept One of the ga.ins wes very smadl, this bein'g, Me - Acta.v::.ty. /

»
.




ins‘ignificant gains. Tae rema.:ming score was onge of zero difference between ‘ “‘

: R 4 e RS =
/«’. ,\\,\ -, / “:’_:"’ . P A, L
t/- . ., o . . ) N 'lo IR 23:. :

P4 ,f s " « . e « x } v. R . . yv. .. :
. " L, ) ‘;; ¢ , « B _“} . -

. f ) ’ > . i
; // v The responses of the 2’4 bleek fema.les sho' d seven losses and thiree M . -
. -

|

* the pre- and post testing. Of the \s\even losses the la.rgest was School - Ev‘a.l-
' ,ua.tive s / followed by Tegchers - Evalua.tzye. @ Taege is. ‘1o genuine reason for
descri{mg the three gains s:.nce the la.rgest was a mgan difference ‘of ‘25.

"\——-"’ ' In the rema.ining part of this“descnptive anelysz.s evalua.tion of the .-

performa.nces of the treatment groupsswill 'be descri'bed by rac\e a.nd sex. These _

L
"

~

re’sults are found in Tahles 3-6.

. Glesser Treatment Grou;g :

w

) ? ‘ Of the (H.asser treatment groups, the sma.L

greatest number of gains was o'bta.ined by the Blac males. The highest number of

\s ~ \
ups of females were quite ,simg.,la.r )

. T

S
RO

’ "J.osses was ol;ta.ined ‘by white males. The two

. &8s to losses and gains,

The white ma.les (N—lb8) s@wed losses on’ ei b of the eleven scores. The N
" two- la.rgest losses were School ~ EVe.IuatiVe and T‘achers - Evaluatz.ve." The '
) largest gazn wa.s obta.ined on the concept of Friends Activity There was very: ’ -
j "1ittle: change on ‘the responsihility scores and. -the School - Acﬁinty concept. ; . L

\’-

The bladk ma.les wio showed five losses ‘and six gajns had their highest

& 4

minus score on the concept of School - Evaluative. Of the six gains, the la.rgest -

\ Y >

two were Friends Evtluative and Friends Act:.vity. Thus, we see a pattern e

which seems-to be eme ing, this heing, a.s school is evaluatéﬁ as less mportant,
friends are perceived as ,helng more import\aht and a source of greater participption.

" ' ‘\ The mean scores of‘ the 53 white females showed six losses and five ga.ins
\, (I
'during the pre-post perz.od ' of the six losses, only one was large~ this was

v

Scl%ol Evaluative. of tpe Live /éains, on.ly one was sizable ;3 this was ‘Friends - o
i . N / . =
‘( /A./ . 3 A * : -
N L E..7 30" - - ' ‘
\\ ) B T . ! <ot . A
4 \ / . N s - : . ) \ s. K L -
. . 3




treatmen'f?.
appear to .
have changed in the desira.‘ble direcﬁion. T . o ‘\ e

‘The soores of the 22 black fema.les showed seven losses end four gains.

However, un]ytne "of thede mea.n changes was greater than 1.00; this being, a .

loss score on ohool Eva.luative. The other six losses were not as la.rge as

i.00. Of the four ge.ms, the la.rgest was academic self-oonoept which was .73. i o)
A ’

ER . - : : . S
R Remediation Group,,(, - - . _ ' '4 .- _ y

~
. R .

v

The remed.iation group, looally known a.s the mobile learning units, showe&

the most oonsistent results a.mong the race end sex groups. The range of losses

was from six to .Seven of the eleven scores for all four groups. A‘Lthouqh is -
/inight be vieWéd, pos:.tively it was a deoided improvement over tﬂhie;_efox;trol ] up. - .
. ",E qu wh:.te nale group,‘which consisted. oi’ )+9, mwedgi;ses. Only one: )
of these was large, this being, School - E\raluat:we.‘ There x_gas no really ‘ ge \
) ga.in" ' the h:.ghest, was Friends - ‘Evaluative. On two concepts there was bagic- |
. a.‘L'ly 20 changekthese were ifé - Activity end Eriends - Activity' ‘T mumbgr L
k - 'of lodses was the smallest for "the four groups of white males. ' 4 ‘

\a - -

“Rlack mal&, N-18 shov;ed seven losses between pre- and post >Z‘.est:i.ng The
\7la.rgest of these was Teaohers - Eveluative, followed by Sohool Evaluative. One -

‘ of the gaa.ns was quite siza.ble, this was Friends Evaluative. . Iwo. otber scd re_s-‘ ’ -

§

were worth noting, Friends -»\Aotivity a.nd. Schoolz- _Activity.

N

] - -

-

\The white fema:l.es (N=l&8) Wwho ) underwent the remediation progi:am, showored si.x
pre- st treatment losses, The highest three of tﬁese were, in. rank order, 'l‘ea-
\

chers - Evﬂlu7tive, ’l‘ea.éhers - Activity a.nd. Sehool Evalua:bive. Of the four ..

T

» gains the higiiest two were Friends Aetivity and academio self-conos;pt. l'here was 5 ,',v




.~

e black femalessmvolved in the remed:.a‘({ion progren (N-17) showed °

six- losses, four ga:.ns, and one Score of zero chénge. Of the six losses,

.

- one was' very' large; ) this being, Tee.cher - Evalu&tive. I‘he other three wh:.ch

\Evaluative cha.ug‘=\2
Friends Acti ,\hf;\ Th la.rgest loss was on the academic self-concept )

. hetween the:.r regu.la.r class teachers a.nd the mo'bile lea.rning unit teams.

Y 2
only £o

Were la.rge were School Evalua.tive, School - Activity‘and academic self-

. zconcept. 0f the four gea.ns, only one was ia.r’!e and this was. Me - Activity.
Ty sfmna,ry of thy Fesults’ of the mobile learning uni,t - remed:.a.tn.on
imst include the fact thet the number oné :Logs ves ?eachers - Evalue.tive. For

aJ.l of the other three groups School - Evaluative showed the greatest loss. Wby “

the students who underwent pa.rti*cn.patz.on in thig remediatz.oﬂ program, evalue.ted

kt‘eaohers 50 lowly :.s

i g, @known Perhaps this change wa.s due to -8 contra.st 1

. &

o J
- E

Gombined ‘J‘lrea.tments .

[

AN

“ The four subgroups who received both trea.tments differed consm.e:eza.bl{sr ,1n '

h tree.tments showed considera.bly amore Josses than the control group. These

L3

te males showed lossés on. ten oi‘ the ’elev‘en scores. Two of these we:ée very

o

ge, Schooi Evalua,tive dnd Tea.chers - Evaluative. The only gain was Teachers -

l §

-y

N,
L . . -
s

! . Actiﬁty. \ T o . *a i t '\ < . ‘ . .\' - % ‘b.

In contrast to the wh:.te males N the black; males showed Seven gains and S

losses. Four* of these gaing could be described e.s heing la.rge to .

very, la.rge. The Tee.chers - E

e.t:.ve scoz‘e iAcreased 6 Ll pomts, Friends -

—

the»plus d:.rection b, School Actn.vity 2.81, and‘ -

score. . ", ) R :\-; ., " R ‘ ‘ 7{ .
. g o - . \

‘:!fhe‘v}hite fe'n;eles 0. part:.ci})ate in both tree.tments showed as many

; onp.. Of these eight losses, not one was outsta}ndingly

’ A . ’ B . ‘s
* o " . 32 ’ ) !
! . , ‘
Y. . « 'y -

<

21

,:’«‘,




§ T e
. high, ;L‘Pe highest was S@ool - Evaluative, followed by Friends - Evaluative
and-Teachers - Evaluative. All of the three ga.iﬁs were small, with School - ‘
N .

Act:.vity being the largest, fo.‘L’l.owed by Friends - Activity and w:.JJ.ingness to

take responsib:.llty for one's fa.llures o
The black females who pa.rtica.pated :.n both treatments showed five losses,

five gains, and one score ‘of zero cha.nge. Onee again, the concept of School -

Muative had the la.rgest‘ loss. In this negative direction I:his was fomued\- ‘

by Teachers - Activity. Of a1l four groups, the l’olack females showed the high-

est quantities of the geain scores. The thnee scores showing most mprovement

were Fr:.ends Evaluative, Friends Activ:.ty, a.nd academic self-concept. \\

N
, Hardly needing pinpointing 1s the fact that the black pupils. resgonded ‘

i
much more favorably to the comb:.najcion of the treatments then the vhites.. The

>
.

bla.cks showed four and five losses% seven and six gains. Tne wh:.tes showed ten
v.
a.nd eight losses ; thesé were equal to or grea.ter than the losses of the controJL . * !

. grouus, Tae / rea.der of this report should not conclude that the remediation
- 1.

S ! prog&-mf is best for whites and exposure to both treatments is more effective

J

for blacks This Would be a mislnterpretation of the results s since no one

. knows how the blacks would respon,d to the open-ended dlscussion groups of

,i‘i,
-

N«
* + Glasser if whites were not present. ‘ L
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E. Covaria.nce Anagyses_ \ . N ) . A

" In view of the na:bure of the results discussed previously, this payt of
the disc.usslon might ha.Ve cons:.dera.ble :.mporj;a.nce. The erter must assume tha.t

thos/dnalyging the foIL'Low:.ng da.ta. dare knowledgeable about a,\non-orth:gona.l ’ R

N

fo*a. two by two fac rral design ha.v:mg unequal. observat%s per cell, . Thls .
I 1 . ~
sta.tlstic method «zed for observ tions of ra.ce, sex, gna.de, and trea.tments

>t

with ‘the pumls assign?djby un:.ts (classes) rather then by rapdom blocks To
. BN l
determ.ne if ;he eleven score changes were sg.gnif:.ca.ntly different for the :bhree

multlple covaz':xa.nce Eslén The data were analyzed by the covariance procedure \

NS

e e . i
gr wps mvolved in the ’fwo trea.tments s plus the r%ntrol group, a.naJys:Ls of c/o i
. -
LV a.nce for a.L non}orthogonal deslgn wa,s util:.zed ‘
. ; / -
geslgn\ an’ F value of 3.85 was nee s%a,ry for sigm.flce.nce 1at the |-

for each of\ the scores.
' ‘this \sta.tn.sta.o j ¥
eight \blocks a.nd' all treatments. When this Xevel of conf‘ldence

i

iple mgan ,c‘ompar%sons W

.05 leIel for

‘was attained, | necessan\r to 1dent\i.fy. the basic

-

v

J

i

ion of .where ‘the pup:xls were initially on *he eleven measuresof ¢ / .

j \ v ‘ |

self-concept. Ba.slcally 3.1; s mpo ant to pérceive these sta.t:xst:xcal Procedures

. source of dsz[rence. This ty_pe of a.na.'!.ys:; ‘ provided & measure of the gain scores
-~
ma.de a.s & fune

-
.

Schodl - I‘hral t:we

g1 invdlving t e pupils as their oi»m, cc7xtrols aé\to the amount of score changes.

o - '/

Analysl# of coVa.na.nc (Table 7)“ sh&red slgmflca.nt grade, ‘sex differences .

'among the bloc;ks and- trea.tme % mteﬁtlop effects on the School - Evalua.tlve
scale.\\The mea.n? assoclated with, a slgniflca.n'b veriance between g,va.des showed .
.the d:.fference to be 'the fourth gra.de' eva.luating scLool less nega.tlvelf than the /| -

‘”ﬁ,ﬁ;h Hov:e’wer, each of tl(le ‘grades showed a la.rge loss from pre- to post testing,

. _the fifth grade expressed slgniﬁca.ntly less ;posltlve a.ttd.tudes. ‘ ' .

. TR




.

-~

The signlflcant sex variance on this score is somewhat more d.n.ffibult ti

-

d.eécn‘be. Both sexes had a d.ecrea.se on the School - Evalua.tlve means. Howeve:q

. S

the males decteased the most, ~2. 62, to -2. 29 for the femalesb W;Lth d\ecllnes

L

of this ma.gnitude, this sta:tistica.lly s:t.gniflca.nt ch.f rence ta.kes on less
- l <
I - “

criticalness in terms of - ed.uca.tional s1gn:.f1cie.nce.
The trea.tm s are more difficult to d.egcnbe d und.ers.ta.z; Total .

trea.tments, T1 (Remed:.al) and T 2 (Gla.sser) were not sign:.flca.nt, teraction

|

of T1x T2 wes, F = hB9. . —‘ N& 2

A !

Cozr@anson of the a.d,justed means showed 811 fo

1

groups to ha.ve large :Toss? T

I

' ! P

\ on this concept. Howevér,& in comparison té the direct trea.tment cells:phe con-/i

\trol group lost by fa.r thl\e*@o/st. The changes of the other cells were gpproximately
.‘w._‘ . o ) ! .
the same, ' x | o S y 4 ‘a 2
L . . Vo ' L . . L K
_-School - Oriented. Activit:;& ) . . \ . .« O
- ' 3

The ana.lys:.s of va.r:.ance results for this concept a.ppea?e—dj Ta,b'{ 8. &

On this score, the significant F's were found along t‘.he treatments. The P for _ :

a7

total treatments was ft.16 (F.05 = 2. 66) For_T/1 F-='8,76, for T 2, k.80 The .-

't

intera.ctlon of the trea.tments did not a,pproac signiflca.nce. Thus, the trea.tments )

effected a sigmflca.nt change without a ma;j influence from sex, ng.de, or pa.ce.

effect,ive on this variab‘.l.e than the contro group. Tué group. involvcd in both

ve go.in score, The control group hnd.

o ,
.
L] l .
v ‘( o - :
»

',\ N .

.

a.'la.rge loss 05? this concept

Me - Eva.lua.tive Wt

ﬁ v

The Me - Ew;a\lua.tive a.na.lysis is

. -
Y

o

und in Ta.ble 9. The s x g s‘ié;n;‘,ficance

Unfg;tunately
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. ‘“ e s T Anelysis of Covarience Sumary: School-Oriented A tivity
o N 't s N . . h!. ’ - s ’ . \\\ 3
* 7' - Souree as ss ., . M3 . Cpo5 . / F
" Adj. for M, Cévariance 618 12; 917463 20,90 ' |
" Treatments’X Blocks (mgs) - mel ” 333.13 < 15.76 .© 1.57 ’ .76
'ftg'eatmgnts + BKS, | oo 10 b ) '
. o - .
. Residwal . | - 587 12,076.50 . 2D.59 | )
. Adj. for M, Covariagce "%, 618  12,017.63 /
! Mol 7 248 3h.54 2,01 1.70
. sxrxg 1N\, 59.56 \' 3.85 2.92 '
rxg.c .1 . . 0.00 " 3.85 .00
" 8X g ¢ 1- 13.8% , 3:85 .68
g . . . 3 i
. sxr -, 1 ' 59,25 3.85 2.91
! < [N . R .
- .’ . . ' i
:». . ‘g -(Gl"gd:a) l.- 6"".56 3.85 3.17
R rge) I 43.3T © 3.85 2.13
. . v, . .
T, - L 1.3, - 385 06
', - Treatments/Blocks - | 3 250k , 4l 8,81 2.60 4,16 |
j‘\ Tl 7 b 1 178.kk 3.85 8.76 ~ *
. 2/t 1 83.38 3.85 4,80
ourlxT2 ., 1 '29.25 ° 3.85 1.hY
L Brror” v 608 12,382.75 20.37
o 4.‘- " [ N~ . ,
s v ’ - .
, Y
, . » ‘4 L
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the changes on ’all fou.r cells were in ~the_negati}ve direction’. Between pre- and
. "post test'iilg~the £i2th grade males chezié;edz#x/rery litgle. | '
. “"The T lxT2 s:.gn:r.ﬁcant 1n£eraction of treatments is as perplenng to

explain verbally as all mterectiona’ of th,is type. The paired comperi.aona o - -

E - the treatment means showed the pombination of both treatments to have had the

-only pos:.t:.ve J.mpact S:mce t‘h:.s treatment ::.nvolved both the Glasser and the
remediat:.on techniques, each by itself had a negative gain score. One hypo-

thesis about -the- s:.gm.f:.cant interaction is that the two in combination had a.

- e

differential effect on this concépt,, The means for the jontrol, Glasser, and

remedial groups were qﬁite similar. _ ] .ooF 2t ' . < )
"Me < Or:.ented Act:.v:.tyv . ) ~ T - R °-
.. M On this concept of the 'Semant:.c Differential, Me - Oriented Activity, 3ust - {4

~one F was significant., The P of 6. 79 for Treatment.l far’ Eiceeded e established_
level of statistical conﬁdence. Here, (See Table 10), the remediat:. group was
- clearly ore eﬁ‘ective than the Glassér open-ende"d d::.scussion treatment Although
the F's for the blocks were not significa.nt, they were controlled for dur ' the
analysis of treatment results. The comparisoneof the mea.ns for ra.ce a.ozz
. showed the black females contributed the largest amount “of% the “positi | change
’ ' score for the remediat:.on group. It is rea.'Lized that the above mter;Ietation )
"\ mst be tempered by the fact that thgs wes a non-orthogonal treatment, | - -

Teacher - EVaJ.uat:.ve Cooat ) ’ . #

»

Cee On the Teacher ~ Evaluative gimension, (Table 11) » there were six signiﬁcant

' analysis of covariénce F's, Within the blocks sek X race, and gra.de F’s wey‘e 6 02

and 9.58. Im add:xt:.on, the F for total blocks was significant
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t

Treatments x Blocks (BKS) 21 462 06 122,00 1.57 17

/ Treatient + BKS ’ 10 ' T \ S ]
Re S.Ldual 4 . » N 5 7 .' 16 F 832 . 63 280-68 . ’ ’ .-:' :
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AR —3669#——52-1;2 201 _ R
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1

1
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S - .

. r (Race) - i 50881 -~ ' 3.85 1.78 :
f: S N 3.85 .82
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Sxg TN .
s x 2

g (Grede)

s (Sex)

’,.-ﬁ'gg.tmen:hs/glocks o 3 147.81 " 49,27 2,60 1.73 o
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) B AnaJQ;sis of Cavarian»&;ev'SI_xmmé‘?y:.‘ "I‘viq-ole':gn't/:‘ed Act:.va.ty : \:\ ; :
/z w.. . | S | . .
J Source : > df‘ " 8s, : MS P03 F- /
_ Adj.for H, (?\ovgrz‘.ance ; 618 7;323/.25
Treatments ;‘Biugks (BKS) 21, 1050 . 8.0 1.57 o 72 .
7Tr§atin.ents + BKi o " 10 . | ) v
Restaval / 587 6;970.13 11.87
Ady: for M, Covariance 618 . 7,323.25 .
Blocks. - - = ¢ .7 78,06,  11.15 2,01 3 .95
4 sxrxg ) 1 5.00 . | -3.85 h3
g Crtg 1 2.88 i ‘ 3.85° ok ‘\\
sxg 1 .31 * i 3.85 - .03 Ce v
Sxr 1 .,_10.75 | 3.8 92 '
/é (erade) ' 1 26.31- ‘ 3.85 . 2.24
x (Race) 1 21,88 385 . 1 186
s (sex) 1 11.00 : 3.85 -
Treatmdnts/Blocks 30 BMBL - 221 2.60 2.1
1 1 9.8 o 3.85 6.79
T2 /71 1 06 3.85 .01
T1lxT2 1 5.06 ©3.85 .’h3
Error . 608 = 7,152.75 11.75
S o.o4a *




r slgniflcance Wes due nr:.mer:.ly to blacKs and males evalua.tmg

ss nega.tive],v than whites ;md. ,females. Thls was especlally true of

eva.lua.t:.ve scores of te:sv.chers2 when coﬁpa}éa to the other three ‘
males had, the smailes‘b/loss. '_Nﬁ. . S L N
' In ' rins of the grade d:.:t‘ferentlal slgmfica.n'i:e R the fourth 'ade showed
slgnif{'ca.ntJ,v .less decling in the:.r scores on thn.s concept. Once a2gain, the

trend wa.s cgristant. The fourth gra.de fofl_lmnno trea.tment expressed scores \

-

) ':mdicat:.ng & less negatiﬁe a.ttitude about tea.chers tha.n. the f:.fth grade. Yet,
Y
each grade had minus‘ gams scores\Sn thls concept. '. S
The trea.tment responses, wi"ﬁh the blacks held constant, showed three sig~

. ' o
’na.f:.cant F's. , Tae tota.l for’ trea.tments ya.s slgnJ.f:.cant Compa.redso the control

.
-

"group, the trea.tments hed a less nega.tlve effect upon this concept.
. The T 2 s:.gniﬁc\e.nt F wa.s due to the Glasser trea.tment groun ha.vn.ng & more
y poslti.ve (less negatlve) cha.nge on ‘the scores of this concept than elther the
’ remedial or control group\s. ’It .should be noted that the comblna.tlon of tieat~
; ments cell showed the la.rgest gain.,, Although sxr X g blocks were not dlrectly
"- involved in th‘is F, black males ga.ined by far the most when they were 1nvo,1ved
in both trea.tments. Sl‘mila.rlyb, they galned the most when they were :mrolved 1n

the Gla.sser program by itself. . -

l

The slgmflcant intera:ctlon of T l x T 2, as is typicel, %.s the most d:.f» .
ficult to expla.m. n..., 1nteract10n effect was compllca.ted by t‘he fact that "two Lo~
of the Gla.sser grqups showed posltlve gain scores and two showed negatlve. The

same Was. true for the combina.tlon of the two treatments group. However the .

X ) remedia.l treatment groups shdsed lOSseS on all four ce:L‘Ls (race x se,x) The

L

L ~control group showed a. loss on a.ll :t‘our ceils but the losses were in mverse

ord.er tb those of the remedia.tlon @oup. W 45

- -

d ) T i
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N v . »y .y 4 v 9

, Corxg . ,‘ e 1 6.06 7~ ; \
vs xg ' ) ':; . / //,70:5.3# » “, : . _3.85'; l~h2 N '\
' Cexy ) RS T Tags.0. S 3.85- 6.02, \ «
g (Graae) A ‘0 S 469411- T L 3 085 Tl 9~.";§82 ,." ; -]
" "A * (Race) - - - /i ' . 93.00 " 3 85 l..90 :
: s‘(S;x)‘ 5 o "7 1 11.119 g, 85 s 27 '? :
Ti:eatmenfcs/moéks T 3 - ' ‘E§3‘61..91;v T, 278.98 2-.60..-;“ “~-~'5.f69 :
«o.f1 o, 1. k 73,06 - .A 3.85 » Lk
] T 2/71 . B 1 615.00 3.85 .5 12, 55 o
Tixre R 310.'6;, 3.8 "+ 6. y -0
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iances dS.TferecLas__jo gadé and_sex. in the treatment dinmnsion, the
. /si 'f;‘ica.nt Fds r?ere toteal ‘breatments, T2 and the interaotion of Tq. x T2, -
i . N

Th sex difference was statistically s:.gniﬁcant due to the suyeriority of the
" sco es of the maies on’ th:.s eca.],e. They showed a very slight loss between pre-

.

. !
st treatments while the females ad approxmate]y one-he.lf a po:mt decline,
Sincé‘the X of ZSS for grades was significant, the qomparism;,\:f meens

”; ves ,ted m the

) ed. a relativ /ely large loss,'-l/.06
-.‘/,//‘ The to'l:al veffect of the £ tmentis ;m/ sigmfica.nt, *5,01. 3 oz the . /

9n th:x.s concept ’
w e
remed:.ation alone was mere eff tiVe tha.n the combination of ]o‘hh and clee.ﬂ.y .

i superior ‘to the co:ﬁ? group. R .' : A , ’
.' - s R , . .

Tae :.nteractlon effect of treatments, T xg.Ta = 12 18. The gtoup receiv:mg

. #

ment by rhself was clea.rly superior to the control group. However, all four )

' , groups declined on this concept. . . . _ R

-

Friend.s - Eve.luative ® .

On the Fiiencis - Evaluative concept (Table 13) there were two significant

‘analyses of covariance. . The total blocks was significant (F = 2.47). -However,
N . . '. '
of the seven blocks only-one was significant, sex x race x grade.- .

. The sig;nifica.nce of the combingtion of these three blocks a.ppears to be due

to the clear superiority of the scores of males-—o'r‘b‘.taéks, o.f the ﬁfth grade on

. ¢

that -the fo\;é'th grade varied little from;:z/'e- +0 post /

j"'_",. -‘ 20 both treatments lost almost as nm.ch as 'bhe score of the oohtrol group. Each treat~ -

L]
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this corlcept. Vhile females hed a ~riega:l:ive gain scoz\‘e, the ma.les went’in the |

|
. Oppésite direc'blon. ,,\Th\esame was true of race &I‘d grdd‘e scores.

Frlends - Or:.ented Actlv:.tx Ay g‘ Lo e - .o 1

v

3

The Fnends - Oriented Actlvity scale, Table 1’4, ,produced. two s:.gnif:.cant

F's. The combn.na:blon of sex x race x grade was age.ifn slgmi‘lcant In contra.st ' °

to certa.m of the scl"ool va.nables, all six cells showed galns from the pre- to

pont testing ’oerloé. LT ,4

The sex X race significance was due to the improyement

. \ \'/—\

fema.les and blacks. Pemales ha.d a gosy.t:.ve gain score of . 8611-9\the ma.lef & plus

N T
N \ o0 / AT e

?

/ /

X of .188 Wh:l.‘bes J.ncrea.sed 425 while the 'bla.cks ha.d a 7ean ga.ii; “of 796
[Iaké.ng Resvonslbillty for Successes N/

\/ S
/ ’ - 3
' On this first ‘of the two scores on the tt?ﬁéﬁ_ng ﬂ/ academ:.c resﬁonilblllty —

i \ ®
’ scales (Table 15), there were ju,st two signi /jl:: aﬁa:lyses of cOV7:r1§.nce. These _,

h
l

/ 1
/ .were the d;.fferences in the ta.k:.ng of respons bi '75' for succ vy the aﬁe’% .
¢ and by the sexes. Note - The ‘mean range for these/wﬁ eleven, 0~ 10. '
' The slgniﬁca.nt F f6r the grades wa;% Once agaﬁn .the data are con- ST
7

pl:.ca)ted by ‘che fa.ct tha.t all four eélls, two by greades and 0 by sexes, showed .

-

\

- K

," . nega.tlve ga.:.n scores. However’ the fourth gra.d.e showed the la.rgest nega.tlve

i

gain score. Tf € change for the fifth grade Was = .125 . \
The slgmfica.nt sex d.szerence was primarlly ‘due to the sma.l.'lne*ss of the-

var:.ances. Males d.ecrea.sed.\on this concept -220 whz..‘{.e ‘the femgles had a gain o
score of -.316.-. o TN )

“ ‘
. 4
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/ Tak:u.ng Resjpl sh li /Fa:.{ures / i : )
‘of a.ll\ of the e e}ren , ani se a7z(var:|.é.nce, fTﬁble 16 / s by faﬂ the most

ditricuwlt o describe.?_{{ere is o

l‘ocl;i;yf , fo’r\
i

| _3 . '. , .
!'4 Y }tote.]7 treatments, and for the int ction of ¥ 72,1 In additidn there was a o
L \significanzosex difference. . ﬁ i \\ ) | \
r N : \ BEN ) .
L ' ‘ . tal blocks s:.gnific ce was due 3‘:, ily.to‘One; aor change in the - e

A

These ) ™

I8

blocks (sex,l' = 10. 06) end non s:.gnific

were ra.ce (F 2. 97) and: sex[x grade (F =_2.%7). . ' e
. ] . ‘e P s/ ) ‘L ' .
i N In terms of the éference between the sexes of taking responsibility for . N
Yq / - . N,
fa.ilures, the gir cLanged the least dura.ng the pe od of the project ~ They ' #

|
had a m:.nus me

diffetence ‘score of -.03. The males imrolved 'became ess will-

. . ing to aceept ; his e of responsibility. ~ o ‘
Although the "total trea.tments score was siZn

ifica.nt neither ,of :md.iv:.d al .
trea.tments wes significant. Thus little infoma.tion was gaa.ned from this fmciing l

a result af several seemixigl\yr con- B

B SN}

L
vl\: ®

emong trea.tments. VWhen the remedia.ti n group se Lmed to have made & gain the ) . .'

i

‘ " Toe' T1 x T2 intera.ctign a.ppea.rs #o be

’ tré.dictor‘y findings. There was an overall loss— m*rbhi:s‘concept ’ between and

/ >

combina.t:.on group lost, Fact is the cores of '}}K group receiving both trea.t- . \;_

<

ments were quite simla.r to those of t e contrl group. \ -

o~ 4 ] , \\
cademic Self—Concept ‘ /

/ -

\
\
N

; The results of Pable 17 are\ self—a.ppart Not a one oi‘\the F's for blocks
. /

or trea.tments was sta.tistica:uy si _4.f:.cant Fa.ct is s a.ll/r th&analyses of

covariance on this concept were ver

W F
-
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Brief Smarv and Conclusions of the Results ' , ’
w\ T .
Al..hough the results of this proaect were not .conclusive enough to clearly

sunpbrt either of the two treatments s the self--coneept6 changes in th:.s short
—, v o

period of time were encouraglng Whether or not these self-concept character-

¥
-

istics of the pupils of the’ fourbh and fii‘th grades of the Ka.n&akee, Ilinois ¢

school system genera.lize to others is pot known. However, they are supportive e
of the 1nnovation systems utilized. - ' ‘\‘,‘ o L

14 -
¥ LY N

) Possibly, the self-concept scores related to schools were quite startling
and' a httle disappointing. The _use of these descriptive terms ’was 2 result of 5, ‘
thf large negative gam scores on ‘all of the school related concepts. School a.nd
, teachers were the two concepts which showed the greatest valuative losse.;.\ As
s\.ated nreviously', it is not known if these results generalize , but’ if they do,

then one must conclude » or strongly hwpothesize - thate¢ schools and school related

-

eoncepts are per.ceived increasingl:y‘ mBre negative, as the pupils progress from

*

the lower to the higher grades. It should be noted'that the pupils of the treat-

-ment groups showed somewhat less negativi.,m about school, teachers, and academic

- ~ '

self-concept than the control group., Ii' this characteristic of negativ:a.sm

]

b

. toward school and school related activities is broader than the Kankakee schools,
then future researchers in this area must acknowledge the facrf'. that a.small or
zZero cha.nge from a lower to an upper grade is one of positive\growth.

P

-"" Yet, the social self-concept scores and the Gestalt laheled as "Me" d:.d

not shg;r losses for the treatment g;rou'os. It is not known why there was an

insignificant relata.onship betv}een the school and socia.l var:.ahles. For some

reason, as school and, teachers were perteived more negatively,® the perception of

friends and self did not decline. . Pt

. . . . . . .
. n - . I " !
1 N . > . . ! ’.\‘
. . . i

N .
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, Altl:zough the following is of a trého nature since the treatment period i
k'.,_,, was guite short, s it should be 1ncorporated'1 the thinking a.bout the future by

| the staff of the school system. One of ‘the pr:.mary reasons there wére not more
race d:.fferences was the fack that the resnonses of black meJ.es Were quite
d:.i‘ferent From those, or'black females. In the same ’d:.rectlon, but to a lesser
degree, whlte females d:.ffered from vaite males. The grcup of black males tended
£ " to show the greatest pos:.tlve cha.nges in self-concept when they were involved

| in a Glesser onen-ended d:.scusslon treatment grou'o, ‘Tais was no~ true of black

~
females., White feme.les, as compared to blacks, responded more positively to -

l the remecha.tlon 'program. Tne comblnatlon of the- two treatments produced in- .
consistent results. Eor certaa.n concepts it was the most effective of the
’ treatments. For others, 1t showed llttle, 1f any improvement over- the control
. grou'o. The reasonis "vhy" were not part of this systema.tlc design but should be

invest:.gated in i"uture progects. Based ugon prev:.ous research, more che.nge of
\

« -

posltlve i:.ture in the self-concepts of pup:.ls took place in this pro,Ject . ’
e tha.n could have been’ a.n'lﬂ.clpated ‘
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’ ‘The purpose of th® "Have A Student Help" Hotllne was .

-

& &’:

- : : The students who worked oa’ the Hotllne, two boys, one n:j

&
RmPORT ON "HAVE A STUDENT HELP" HOTLINE

Q.

.
L4 “

to facllitate communlcatlons between the school and students
‘ as well as parents. The assumptlon was that‘%tudents would -

be moré~w1lllng to communicate and discuss. problems w1th

N »
thelr own unknown peeprs than they seem to be with Counselors,

Teachers dr Parentse. We hadvhoped the natural curlosity .

kol
.;. .- -,

of youngsters between the ages of twelve and flfteen woulg

Q.,

a 2 .
provoke questlons on a varlety of 1ssues w1th whlch there 1s

4 13

greatoconcern, uch as SeX) alcohol drugs;.slbllng rlvalry,

' < .~. L . < Yo

personalhhygene and rumors around the school

\

The Hotllne got underway Saturday November Ts 1970

following an eXeellent feature artlcle 1n the. local news -~

paper, flyers for eaoh student bulletins Ln the Mlddle

and Upper Grade Centers and posters. Durlng the course of
o . .
o the Operatlon.these medla were supported by ads in the

‘. - 1 L) -

:* classzfled "Persdnal" sectlon ‘of the.newspaper, the Prlncxnal’s

.

v neWsletter to Yl parents, taped calls on a local teen4 »

program of WXAN “and, annoanementsuby—LarrykLujack "Super-Jock"

. on WLS Chlcago. :'_ ' R E

* ’

biack and one whlte and two glrls,.one black and one whi

4 Al £ LY

- were brlefed,bj the Direotor on. posslble callp and poss;ble “ﬂ;g,n;

T
atuaulons. Each st dent was plven a rﬁferral sheet that
‘they could use in’ ca*e they had a call that Indlcated _&‘“

: referral. fhe Dlrector was oresent eaeh Saturday in case z

N v ot . “a e,
of an 1mmod1ato referral. , - i R ;

- - Al

I . - B




-

“
ho,

,.v-

*-

fff frﬁn Qe log. We found the announcements by Lujatk oh WLS -

'throughout\ve found calls to be somewhat superficial. No

.urgency.] E'm §ube we could have discoveréd & lot of basic

1

Thex rogram started slower than we, had expected and. e

one knows foy surd, except‘the caller, if such ﬁhings as

-

being short, fdt, or having too many boyfriends smacks of

Y

problems if our\student helpens had, been“theraplsts rather :

‘than pre- adolescknts. It. was not their fault that they

felt a.need to gilye instant and‘pat- answers to'our callers,

Our rate of c§lls was aﬂversly‘éffected o&‘bﬁr closing :

down two Saturdays

oyver the Chrlstmas Holadays ahd by the -

ardund the end of the year. Thls,Youth Hotllne was sponsored

rgadingzations in the community and it
. . > N

\

is still in existence.

“

We had another handicap'{h that we

-~

used the phone number

the school system. .Gnde the switch-

boapd was not- set up fo

‘.a v .

weﬁwere unable to.recelv

)-v

our line and one Satur&aywmonnlng

L .

calls because the telephone . i

.

e
t”‘ A

Several ‘of the/calls were \

o e

) N ..

-




. . . .
»n * . i -
¢ 6 - ~ Ve

r

» 4

'were on the line. A1Y agrged that it was a good 1dea and

-

that they would certalnly call if they had any, problems.

The Studéhts we contacted were recompendef by.school

Counselprs as people who had problems in bne area or another.

‘ We also ascertalned durlng these cails ‘that the time sl t

L

pn.Saturday mornlng from‘§ 0o tlll 12¢OO as not a gre t

A d ’ .
up; awake and free to make phone- calls. %“ A

%

In evaluatlng I would _suggest the assumptlon that pre-

factor one way or the other, . Evegyoge ye contected was 9 '

adolescents would be more apt ot talk with thelr unknown
peers is analld.. They get most of theLr information from
peers, but they do\not call them 1f they are unknown. The
fact is just thf‘rewerse. I believe’ they: would be more apt
to call an unknown person if he or she were more mature. ”:
Ope of our helpers 1ndlcated in his wrltten comments that

., ne overheard a student saying, " Those Hotllne people

_den't know anymore abouttsolv1ng problems than we do"t
'I.have already 1ndlcated anoth&? problem that our helpers
‘found difficult to cope with - they—ﬁelt—a*need”toLglwe:a
'qulck answer and could not relax enough to calmly discuss
..problems in any depth.,

I would not recommend continuing this program with‘its"
_present structure. I do feel that any program designed to
:‘ increase communlcatlons between the schotls and the1r clients

would be invaluable durlng these trying times.
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- Kids Heipﬂng§i§§dg_7 L

-
' * ' By MARY JEAN HOUDE . Ljstening,’ on the other end,\ , ' N
- “Hpt line” telephone gid for wil{ be one of four cighth grade| ™\ )
teoubled youth,\ partiularly ! students who have been -recom-
young people betwedn the ages|niended by their teachers,
of 12 and 15, has been funded by{employed because they care
the’ federal governrjent . andjahout people with problems.
7, instituted by Kankakde School!Their greatest asset, however,
) District 111. according to counselors, will be
Telephone contact i§ made|their age and the possibitity for
‘ with someone who carés . .’ .|easy. communicatjon” with other
*someone’ who understands . ..]youths. ' ) g
' someone the same age.

. The students*who receive the
. The program is calleq
. v {Have’a Student Help.)

ASH | calls will Jisten. exchange ideas,
‘ offer suggestions and ‘refer
\  EVERY SATURDAY, ir
* a.m. until noon, beginning

‘Callers to appropriate sourcesl
is|for help. Primarily, they will
= * week, a’ young person with a{help iilustrate that “someone‘
' problem need only pick up\rafcares” and they will prove that!

. \telephone, dial 933-271 and start|help is‘availabie. lL
‘talking. | '\ THEY MAY NOT have, the

SR ANt 80 2 crbaranioute .o

e

S R DA TA Y

v . )
- . . .* \ .
Help By Telephone ‘ _ | ¢ [
Help' for youths with problpms will bo available, by tele- | - : Vo
", phone, on Saturdays from 9 a.m, until noon. Helpers will be 66 .
. ’ representaﬁvq~black-wh te, male, female) The HASH (Have e .
. a Student Help) number is 933-2271, (Joum{_l photo) ] .
' N T . ¢ N N . ) - 4 -
Q * g - .

CERIC e L » ' ‘
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,- references at hand"and they are

" . years, HASH is a program open_

1]

y o r——

—A New Kind

answers themselves, {They don't
claim special insight r'ln-depth'
training. But the have

confident that,
difficult cases, they chn make
proper referrals for agademic,
legal and social assistance or
secure helpful informations
themselves. At very least, they
promise to be willing listeners.

It is anticipated tHat problemis
will range from the selection of
a corsage for & date to d‘oncea

about drug addiction. No pr
blem, it is emphasized, will be
considered either too s or

too large.

AN IMPORTANT aspect of
the student help program is the
confidential quality of the calls.
The caller may remain andny-
mous-if he chooses. Everlthe
student helpers, at Lhis point,
are unidentified, '

The helpers were chosen to be’
representafive — one black
male, dne’black female, one
‘white male, one white femalg.

. Although centered and staifed
at one school Jocation and aimed
particularly at. the ca rly teen

“to. any youth of any age in the
area..Even parents, who might
like to-use the student hélpers
as “sounding boards” " for pro.
blems with their own children,

4 - . . : 1

——

Ot

are encouraged to partigipate.

On hand during telephone
contact hours will he at lopst | Parents

B e

H@# Line -

they develop great sensitivity . ,
. they become rumor conscious,
seem o

one adult counselor as resource greatest pressure as they ‘sce

given| time inpersonnel. ° . _
But the- calls will be handled young adnits.”
by the student helpers them.

selves,

N
CAN EIGHTH grade students,

their children changifig” into
P
Adny'nistrators
HASH can help
which are oft uctive and

the source of many problems.

even ‘carefully selected young|. They streés the importance of

people, handle problemy calls

e st a blishing
with troutyed
believe

“conmunicatiby

hich wou haffle many dduits y :
arnd\i; tide emergencies? this + ganj; most ef-
Withwihis question ‘in mind, fectively, bé\a'c cromplished

this reporter querjed the student

helpers, posing: ‘possibl

eme,rge‘nj'y “situatiodls. Answers |will be. elfecti

wire ge

help can be secured, :
interview‘ discussion,

'“THE KIDS. ARE greag
perimentors at this age,
said.  “And  with
tation comes

,faih'n{e nd i
ficuities.” A

sex,- alcohd], .cigaregtes

ing, first  steps™ tdward
fependente ip the Home., .*

%

red to esfaflish. calm, high hopes -ainong innovators in
secure informatien and|the school distrien ‘.
pogtpone hasty decision Juntil * i ot s
'* » | THE STUDENT 1 elpers¥
ofe pdisplay‘siom e &pprehension,
lor gave reasons behind
ent”of the student help | which will prevent others Lfrom
getling helps Jiat ovetall” they |
. Sixthseem enthusigstic -an -self. confi.
e students, . )

Cin-lhelp.” -7,

through thair\own peer grodp, ©
e| No one iy ‘certain if the plan
e, but- there are

A

primézily -about “crank calls”

o

,u:xs . °

dént. , .

what the problem.” . .

. Allthey have o douis call!

— N g .

feol tho

youth and, fheyd -

K

“Weé can talk over problems .
ex~|you iwyouldn’t want to. discusg ['F . .

¢, he| with friendd,® said one hefper.
experimen~] . “And e _aﬂa.u;l«ﬂ;pre‘ad the

f-gward,” addeéd angther, = - -
N ‘ “\v\':r listen.. ., . no matter
He added that ay this age lgvel .
youth develop a curjosity about{® “we'l] tat them the way wel. -y
“and | would ane o be troated.”

narcotics, “They ’g?often tak-| < “We Tare , %, we unt tof
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November 16, 1970 . '
. . -t 'y . .o ~a
Program, Director K ; - “
) . WIS -“"Big. 8o Cl . ’
.o s .Chicago,. Illinols . .. \ s .
..I :A— . ‘ .‘I . .\ ' ':3 |‘ . . T i . :> : ' . . o, !
. L . o LI . ’ ~ s N . ’ ' ‘. ' B :
~. Doar §i¥, S N T .-
R e et “ LT T,
L.t Ve havy a Saturday morning "HOTLINE" frém nine ‘to.noon ~ ' ~

-7 ™" here “iu. Kankekee, and we could uss' some help. ' Let me quick. = T . . .

San expi,é‘.iﬁ;:oﬁrj'pro'gﬁmn., , ~ ] o ~
©t ] Y ¢ ‘ . . 53 Lo - .. . .
. _."We_have students; black,.white, male and female answer- - v
© ¢ '’ing our phones,’ We #ré out to dispel rumors, answer.questions, - . .
‘and 3o0Ive or rbier problems for ."pi'e-_tee?_xs:. These are the
“7 -+ - guys from 6 ho, 16 wio are most.susceptible™ o ‘rimor, fads; .
“eempe®  llgrass pushers" éfe..c We heed d.1iLtle publivdty.. L .o
R -, ' . PO A3 , AR o ] ‘\\ )
. L, e Ths peaple We'Td a,iming'\at may not know their number . . .

.+t 5v - facts, byt they ‘can come up with the lyrics -to."Lodk What S *

7+ . 'Theylve'Doms to My Song" without thinking, They may ofted = .
. . dislike School, ‘but, they really "dig" Imjacks . N o

Stydént Help! HCTLINE, Saturday , *~ - ..
- i mornings from nina:till apow.- "Telephong "933-2271ly .. ° T
;"‘:‘If"'a 1little momnbey would help get ‘us a meution, lat us know ~ .
e and wo'll take up & collectiom.:. " . . - ST _

. Y. . '
. " > . . . .
. . A S *l - v \' R . . N B S NL
i < M "", . - * A ) & », “ » ~
. M ‘- R s ., ‘ N - -
. .

CoUns T v HWetrethe \"Have A

e ™

. - DI , <
. . s . . . . h + - N .
- . . * Sin 1y . © .
u . . >incerely, AN . .
"3 N . ~ N - e
R . . ST . e
o o T B L I - LI v . -
< s Wy 7 g w . . " - . - L]
- 3, T . - N . “ v .

S : L., . »

W T . ' “ Wayneé ‘Kesinger, Director -, ° K PN
R . + Havé'A Stydent Help Program .. ™ :
) o “ 2. .r La , ©

- s Y - h A , ” . .
T L e e . . Bagt Upper Grade Cemter’ @ -~ . .
T n ) o7t 240 S{ Warpen Ave, . " ° R SN
v S . gt L o ., 'Kankal{ea,., Illinoj_s 40901 . - ..

‘ . . " K Y A . 3




v -
’ . -
S »,
3
. -t
2
-
.
L J
*,
-
- ~ .
-
t 4.
- i M
.
A 2 St i et et S, ey s ot o i ey S e

INVOICE
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.
L.

Zast Upper Jrade Center School
2w Yarren Avenue

{arkakee® Iilinois 60901

T > — ~ I N e
P » N aareiror s SRR A R Vora
, e £ N Ly T ree .
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360 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE

‘. [y ; °
. i - ; . ' =
) o . * -~
R .o 4voxcs v ! :
s . - j

IN C. CHICAGO, ILL. 60601 « STATE 2-2002

. .
: Vo A :
‘ INVOICE DATE___Hovemacr, 1970 :
R v \

, TERMS:; N . '
- Attn: ajne Kesinrer, .n.rector St NET casH FPON REGEIPT
0 h . ~
4 1 \ ’ ’ MY ' \ ' \\\
&, R . °
L— \' s . ¢ ~ . ——-' \
4 - ' ’
0y Al e s -

.o Y - RN
y Iy Spts '@ 45.00, a spot

M sce zue,?ynfa'ono. cuicaco 9

Y
o

~ (Student Helop Phore. Service)

5/‘ .t Wt . ¢ . e
| THIS IS NOT'A BILL.. PLEASE DO NOT PAY. "\
’ ‘ ' WE THOUGHT.YOU WOULD LIKE IT FOR YOUR - S ‘-
] . ...  RECORDS. ' PLEASE ACCEPT THIS AS A CON-
TRIBUTION FOR YOUR EFFORTS. ’ ‘
. 7 & ' \
& - . :
"4 ‘ 1

69

~

5180.60
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L R .o M .
- R . . ; ' 360 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
) v S g o
. Cooe T vV V& ) M N,  CHICAGO, ILL. 60601 + STATE 2:2002
‘e v ‘ . LA R ’ - - ’ : '

C s : ' . . j’; ) . . . e
.. . i ) p' INVOICE \
. 'r_ . . :‘ . e . * T ” -l . '
- ., East Upoer Gr .de Center School ., .., ) December, .197Q -\ |

. . 240 “arren’ Lvenue : o INVOIGE DATE P
Attn: Wayne- Kesinger;. Director ) T .
Kankakee - I11inois 60901, o0 TERMS: NET CASH UPON RECEIPT. .

L - . ! . - - _

',‘_r;,.t -

. .
. . . . . .
’ KA S
.

’ % 12.spot§ ¢ 15,00 a.spot " (Phone Service for Students with Problems)
2

- : . . € . A : e N N ~‘55h0 . 00
€. : . ® THIS IS NOT A BILL. PLEASE DO NOT PAY. '
R ' N Pl : : -

" WE ‘THOUGHT YOU WOULD LIKE IT FOR YOUR - .’

: . . RECORDS. PLEASE ACCEPT THIS AS A CON-
e 7 A ) . * 4 ,. -
! ' - TRIBUTION FOR YOUR EFFORTS. #.

20§20 230047~ HAUTAY & OTT0, CKICASO D ' ) . \

,/""‘\1 ) ' - . .. ) N, . . z\\
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INVOICE | -t
" . st % Q 73 ‘t ;; ' 360 NORTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
R . . : ha *I NC. ,CHICAGO, ILL. 60601 * STATE 2-2002
Lo ) L
S o ” Il N INVOICE
r"- ) . . . \ ' ’ , ¢ \'.-'I' e )
~. East Upper Grade Cepter Schodl. g INVOICE DATE__Tebruary. 1971
Avtn: Wayné Kesinger, Director ; . K
X Eggx:}aé: er}iﬁg‘;i s 60901 TERMS: NET CASH UPON RECEIPT.
i 3 4 3
L . -
<5 R - . .ot -~
2 spots @ 45,00 a spot (Student Hotline Service) "$90. 00
\A\‘-/: , . . * rd . .
3 THIS IS NOT A BILL. PLEASE DO NOT PAY.
- . 'WE THOUGHT YOU WOULD LIKE IT FOR YOUR .
RECORDS. - PEEASE ACGEPT, THIS AS A CON-
TRIBUTION FOR YOUR EFFORTS.
"
~
- ' .

2K 5-€8 230047 HAUTAU & OTT0. CHICACO D
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v o B . Telep‘hone 933-7711
3 KANKAKEE'DAILY, JOURNAL -, | -
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I - 7 A
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To 24,0 SOUTH WARREN: « * Pay Last
KANKAKEE ILLINOIS 6_0903: - » C Amaont
v - . oL oun
L - - Column
HOTE:. Please return dupl%cote copy with your remiﬂonce-. ) L o - E’
DATE MEMO ,lN;HES‘ TOTAALVINC:ES lP:VOTGES ' CREDITS I NEW BALANCE
BAUANCE FORWARD . ) s
% 17 HAVE A STUDENT 7 » T 5
WAYNE KESSINGER oo LooT 1660 Yoo [0.6
JAN 8% HAVE A STUDENT koo 8.00T 10.60 v T o 21.29
AN 2\ 1) HAVE A STUDENT 1600 25007 L2490 . 6 3.6
721\ HAVE A STUDENT 1.6.00 40007 4240 10 6.0
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] ~of REMIy ,'EUE o _ .
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Wayne Kesinger : Wﬁ’{f% . C,
20 So, Warren (Director, H.A.S.H. ?rogram o =
kankakee, T11linois 60901 ) Date Merch 3, 1971
ht i o — o ]
! Y 4 : - -,
. November 24, 1970 ~ Invoice # 157950 . L ) . .
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, : S\ . YES | AT EAST ; ’
) "PROBIEMS ? QUBSTIONS. ) . I 4
. . HOME? SCHOOIR 2N BETWEEN ?- T . .
~ : Have .a Btudent §&lp! - : :
% ~ : g If we -&on't have an ansWer s
- for you ~ We can tell you :
DIAL ’ . where to find it . . <
0 933-227L. S t
", SATURDAY MORNINGS FROM NINE TILL NOON 9: O@AM - 12 00
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Dear Parents' . »

‘Acb

-~

You are invited to- partmcipate in owr East Upper “HUDIINE“

You may have a rumor to check, a question to ask, or a camment to
make. Two .eighth grade students "man owr phcnes“ on Saturday moruning
from nine till noon. . We call this sérvz;.ge "Have..A Student He]_.b".
Coud they help you? Just dial 933-2271.

W. Kesinger, Director -

o~
. - H.A.S.He Program g
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N "//EAST UPPER GRADE" CENTER ‘ 3

T \2M0 ARREN AVENUE '
T KANGAKGE, TLLINOLS 6090‘( e
T " November 2, 19 .

CLEMER: 3. Tl T T .

‘ FROM:  The Desk of the.Big Ked Devil + ¢ .+ / 7. .
TO: . Parents of E.U.G.C. . \\\\\ - - ' .
SUBJECT: -Our Children . - Co
Dear Parents \ ) ‘ . ,

4

. k-4 PR

Your many calls and notes on our mohthly newsletter have been
most encouraging. e are deeply appreciative that so many of you find
this source of communitation of value. The comments and suggestions
' you have made are always welcome, and we would certainly encourage you
to continue to keep us 1nformed on how we mdy best be of :service to .
each of you. , : . \\\\‘ S

Unfortunately our perfect recard of "no suspen31nns" was braken
durlng the past month, However, anly two "little red devils" were faced
with such unpleasantness. This number indicates to us the attitude and
spirit of cooperatlon bebween teachers and students is still at a very
high level.  Certainly both are to ‘be compllmented and encouraged to
continue their efforts.

.

For some time now we have been hav1ng a problem with our
children reclaiming their lost clothing. &#ach time we ask the.kids we
find they steadfastly.maintain they have lost nothing. The pile of daily
wearing apparel wds not overly large, but the unclaimed P.E. clothing
keeps mounting. We have encouraged the students to check the P.E. offlces
to look over what we have. .

_et '

Tomorraw, November 3, 1970 we wmll be having cur first’ school w .
____ assemhly. Mr. Alfred Rage a bass barltone, will be here to give a .
forty~five minute program. lr. Rage has appeared on Broadway in "My

Darling Aida"; was fleaturali singer with Leonard DePaur Chorus; played . :
principal roles in "Porgy and Bess" which toured Europe, Canada, Africa )
and” Israel. ‘- His list of credits also includes recordlngs, ™ appearances,,
and several successful school tours. :

The Human Relations Counsel sponsored the flrst annual "Nud
Bowl". This was a flag football game played between all of the intramural

v




L 2.

.

~

[

squads and a portion of our faculty. The faculty managed to win the
game, but not without gaining considerable respect for the.ability of
our students. Two other important aspects of this game were the $3..25
the Counsel made selling tickets, and of course a great deal of ftn
for everyone. i C

Speaking of fun; the seventh grade counselor, M. Melancon, is
sponsoring a skating party on Thursday evening from 7:30 to.9:00 P.M.
The price of admission at the Moonlight Skating Palace is 50¢, and we
would imagine that a great deal of energy will be expended.

—

K4
.

}
The school play is progressing rapidly toward completion. -The
kids have been working hard every night to give a %ood performance
~on 19th and 20th. Please make note of those dates, and try to give, *®
"them encouragement that a fine crowd always does to a young performer.

Dr. Doglio, Assistant Superintendent, delighted us very much when
he informed me last week that we have now officially contracted the
services of Success Kesearch Consultants, Incorporated to aid us in
revising our curriculum and’ preparing our Title 3 proposal., Dr., -
Grebner, Superintendent, then sent me a copy of the letter of intent
he has filed in our behalf for an estimated $200,000 over a three-
yedr period to support our project:s It would certainly appear that

-We &re now moving on the educational priorities of our students.

The student newspaper staff has selected "Speak of the’Devil"
as the name for their paper. Their first edition came out about a
week ago, and they did a very, creditable job,
) 3 ) '
The Student Council has'taken on another project. They are now
selling E.U.G.C, bags for P.E. The price is $1.50, and this is a very
nice -little bag for the’ for which it is intended. In fact,
I am sure there are a gre4t number\of uses for it." K .

%

On October 20th we bkgan to run East activity bus., This bus
picks up students at 5:00 R.f. on Merchaht Street, at the North end -
of our buildirig and stops ad\ the followihg points: Hillcrest and
Frontage; Splear Roadj Kraftdale; Skyline woad; Skylino Subdivision;
Fortins and Frontage: Hicland Weadi Aroma Park School; Jan Ayenuc)’

and Waldron; N,E. .Marquette and Waldron; Island View; Bakor Road,
and Valdron; and-bBaker Street ang laldron, We arc vory grateful to
those who helped us acquire this 'service, and we hopc those of you
-lving along this route will edcourage your -children to take ad-
vantage Pf it whenever they are staying after school for any activity."
A . el
.. This coming Saturday one of our counselors, Mr. Kesinger, will : -
bo starting qne of our mew Title 4 projects. I'll not go into dotail
here as I know Mr. Kesinger will very shortly be sending information
on this project to all of you. ;Vary simply, we call the¢ project




1y

H.A.S.H. which stands for "Have a Student Help".- By calling $33-2271
between the hours of 9:00 A.M. until ngon on Saturday a sttdent cr

a parent may present a problem of almost any description to. one of two
students who will be answering phones, There are no guarantees that
the problem will ke solved, or even that the solutions offered will
satisfy the caller. However, the phone can’be used by the caller
quite anonymously thereby: avoiding any embarassment connected with
the problem, The caller may give his name if he wishes, but it cer-

. Yy 1¥yot required. Our purpose in the project is to attempt to
* disseminate ccuratednformation whenever possible and to provide a
helping hand ‘can,

November 11, 1970, the first nine-—we

day, 3 grading period
will come to an end, 2g%g;ime during the followihg week we will be ¢
mailing the grade slips™to you. There should be:a.slip for every :Sub~-
Ject your chi § taking. The one exception ‘to the aforementioned
statement will be sixth grade students in Art, Home tconomics, Fusic,
and Industrial Arts, These students will receive grades for these .

subjects every twelve weeks. If you have any questions regarding
- grades, the recording slips, or a mistake we may have made please do
not hesitate to contact,the teacher, grade counselor, or ir, Keesee

or me, .
" // ) . -~
~ Please allow Us to continue to encourage you to come, at your
b convenience, ‘to your school, Ve sincerely want the best possible *

. line of communications open between this agééol and your home, , -
- N ) ) »
- . Have a Blessed Thanksgiving, and know that we shall certainly ) .
N NN

) ,,/45/’giv§ thanks for you and yours, ,_

- -~ .

T B Réspectfully,

Richard T, Kiser
Principal ™,

~

v - N . ) ~_ ¥ o
- N
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May 17, 1971

;

)

STATEMENT OF HOURS AND WAGES FOR STUDENTS ON THE "HAVE A STUDENT HELP"

‘88

" PROGRAM: .

- NAME ‘ TOTAL HOURS RATE TOTAL

Ma.ré: Dear LT 39 1.65 ™ 64435

Greg outsen ~ 39 1.65 64435
* Rachael Cox . 39 1.65 6435

o , ‘ ! -

Becky Black S . 36 1.65 59,40 °

Diana Blits | 3 1,65 " 1.95

) | Wayne Kesinger, Pirector
P ~
.y,

-
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* e . MEMORANDUM FOR RANDALL LINDSEY ON THE INVDLVEMENT OF TH
’ . ADMIN;STRATDRS IN THE TITLE 4 PRODRAM»KAAKAKEE, ILLINGIS “
e X " ,
-uo‘ 2 PREAMBLE: o , . ‘
* The following assumptions warrant the attention of everyone
involved in this project, 5
L ) -A" .

1_ .," "
1, The success of th1s venture hinges upon the ability of

39¢

adm1n1stratons to locate- §hec1fﬁc problems via communications from :
" pupils either directly or indirectly whlch Will hopefu]ly ]ead to

commun1cat1on fréh parents. -

+
EN

‘

-
2,

EX

focus one|nr more 1nd1vﬁdua} chxldren through’ case conferences,

case studdes, the use o? progected anstruments such as. those unger .

¥ 2 N
.consaderat1on N

- L

4

. etc.
Q ; m L) s
* School's can attack many problems or1g1nat1ng in a restr1€te

.y - . N 2

» s
d
]1fe space of pupTﬂs The paramount quest1on involves what -caf we do ‘

to 1mprove and en]arge upon each pup11s Tife space and’ make that

pupil effective w1th1n that ]1fe space. o, S,
i 4, The-foundat?on for making improveﬁents upon a pupil’s life
‘space 1nvo]ves considerable attehtaon to communication skills®- Nany
. problems w111 ‘be found to be rooted in "restr1cted ]{%e sfaces" i.e,
#

. vocabuJary becomes identified with parents, peers. etc. The teacher

-
needs to understand the nature of each pup1] s restr1c¢40ns,”]oca] h

areas of exper ~nte which have bean ex¢luded, and build programs on this.’

o
Ly

89 .

No effect1ve£so]ut13n of prob]ems can bypass the teachers who '




"% Procedures have been covered in memo and telephone call to Mr, ?

'_Lindsey.

ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION:

When the material from the student is examined it is assumed the

N R N
administratdrs Will maké’some'qomment on their .aobservations. For

~

example: "these kids have different wishes than those from schoo? RN

which is ]argeiy white." The -leader then, encourages the person or

group to delineate - the statement by say1ng,"cou1d you talk more

about that or spe]] it out" He does not say, "what do you mean?" but

encourages talk without trying to direct 1t This goes on until the

. _group tends to select a proh]em or prohlems that are c]ear]y 1dent1f4ed

® s aga

with the data. Or, the b]ack student may have uses for a thousand

posota

~ dollars which are different from wh1te pUPW]S. These d1fferentes can |

- : 4
then be summarized in due time as per below. Or, in describing my

favorite teacher for examp]e the black student's description may con-
4

ta1n a not1ceable number of Judgments to the effect that he doesn't’

holler at me, or he doesn t g1ve me lots of. homework In any case, the

(e o

differences in the studentg statements should be clearly noted aga1n

\

on the Bas1s for further d1scuss1on and’ a6t1Qn. It is important to.

o

"remember that whatever the.dwfferences between black. or white protocol

.

produce - the quest1on a]ways remains - "what does this really mean?"

h If the group ;h1nks the resu]ts\are inaccurate from 1ts perception, 1t .

1s importaht to exptain this matéer on the ground thagp"a11 behav1our ,,r?‘

s caused“'- why do the kids respond this way and not in the way\we‘.
. . . * \ . . N 8

expected?"” ' .




+-»

There needs to be some leadership in def1n1ng thewcentral focus

-that is 1dent1f1ed through the.ana]ys1s of the data. This procedure is

x

the 1nterpretat1on of the data but it is imperative that the egntral

problem or problems be elevated from all the sub-problems, be simp]y
and c]ear]y stated and"be introduced as-a concern of all. This

fundemental process re\y1res tﬁe aid.of an individual not entwined in

[

the daily prob]ems of the $chool d1str1ct Th1s 1nd(vfdua]’must be !

*

exoert in the ana]ys1s and the 1nterpretat10n of the results as well as

»

i,expert in group interaction. - .

1 -

Ihg group w1]] respond in many ways - make many 1nterpnetat1ons -

"'Jump to conc%q510ns - suggest programs etc. The leader must - wh1le '

h’\ . 4
.

,vﬁ_accept1ng a]] th1s non-Judgmenta]ly -be one;he alert for pos§t1ve Ca

prob]em- The 1eader shou1d do so by keep1ng gfmplete notes of what-Is )
. sa1d meanWh1]e-1so§at1ng - abstract1ng those statements or comments ’

" which when eventual }y referred- to *wa ber Qasnsgfop, i‘.ﬁe nezit steps, w‘
T TP Lo

" The central problem may wefl bé*thaf puﬁqis desdh;be needs and -

-

‘. perceptlons dqfferrng f?om those of educat1ona]‘brofess1ona]s.

-

Rl LRI

" The ccnvensatton.may we]? Center on the s1m1]1ar1t1es and‘d1s~ )

s1m11ar}t1es of tﬁe ‘neegs and perteptwons of b]acks and whltes, of
poor and m1dd1e 1ncome, etc. Dnscus51om may then center upon whether

the schbol fac1]1t1es program and faculty is- suff1czent1y fbx1b]e.to ’

4.

e accommodate ,the d1spar1t1es that ane se1f evzdent

/

statements to'be used ‘as basis for the se]ect?on of the centra] “ ’*///z

A




g
def?y 1t1ons - "cant't read" ineeds to study more 4Tt w1]1 e tempt1ng .
to solva these problems by prescribing more 1ntens1ve doses of what, so

far, hasn' tAworked on the ground that more 1s better than some: Th%

rea] job is to determine what spec1f1ca]1y, are the part1cu]ar pué?ﬁs \

nang—ups?-To focus on an individual child. Better and more 1nswghtfu}¥A

‘understand1ng of one pupil by a teacher W1ll, eventually, re]easeﬂmore | . o

w~‘

* yesults than _cursory and superf1c1a] understand1ng of the group
After 1n1t1a1 sessions w1th expert ]eadersh1p, it may be We]1 to
requ1re each administrator to make a deta11ed wr1tten analysis of. the

. pup1] responses of one c]assroom. Th1s shou]ﬁ be written and restr1cted

¥

to two typewr1ten pages. The intent is to cause each reporter to
1extend some thought and effort in the produ§t1on~and report The report

/>
may.include a parag aph descr1b1ng “the make ap of the cTass‘(age, sex,

.

ethnic background etc. ), a paragraph excerpt1ng pert1nent anecdota]

3

.')‘ - . ‘.~
/

) statements and a summary paragraph
’ -In sUmmary it-is be1ng recommended that the fo]]ow1ng are the

w

essentials of thisreport. C R _ ‘ lﬁ\\\ “

N . . - \ﬂ N ' .’
1. Prob]ems and concerns of the pupils mUSt be 1dent\f1ed via

\

pupﬂs » i.c. through use of documents referred to via telephone. .

‘', '

~

2. Ana]ysfs and-interpretation of these.problems and concerns must

jnVo]ve all the professionat staff, with the core of administrators

4

'devélopino and performiné'}eadership roles.

- - . N
| .
s ) M .
| . .
L . 4
: . . * e - - . . '
‘ ~ .
o - ) )
‘ . ¢ - B - - .
A PR “ ¥ K4 , . .
’ . .
v, - a
“

R . ~3. ‘Prob]ems must: be isolated and c]ear]y statgd U
’,, 7 Y
’ . N

- ffd schoo] must determ1ne the extent of 1ts involvement in

g » . "
' 92 " ‘
- ‘ "
€

b 1

\
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ﬁ;dﬁal Ilfe space,

\ 1 ¢
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g Y

24 f urr1cu1ar programs that develope must.be pragmatic, must

(é)rmégting the needs "of its pupiIS'and; (b) helping them enlarge their

¥

X e M_.-.ﬂ-,-"’
inclug@iperiodic review, and be’ 1ong termed.
*53’;%\, | '
“F 5 -
. B \cus on the problems of nom1nal to solut1on ‘and leave those
about ﬁoﬁﬁg&g can be done. ~- .
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RATE 197071,

~

Teuben Primary Cenver ! 7 \ .
_oriti Y MuRvEs . L e
fashingion Priacey conbon | 2
Yart Promary Covbon - ' N
]

Lo']g 17 ow :’r*" ary Sont

nna u\/ U(\

-
-.lvc e UL\JA.L Cs0on

.".::*ﬂ PuZ\' :‘ oty Senwer O
nm a5 Edison Zrimary Contor 13 & 1
v -\

-

OTAL RETENTIONS IN THE -
NXARES SCHOOL DISTRICD

- - ¥
JUNZ, 1971

[ain)
Sl

1970

)TAL FIRST GF
AS OF OC 35R

STJDZNTIS

.
-
T L3
Yo te 8
oeL .,
o« .“l' Q

71‘5_‘_,‘:)

-

e AND /T“S"'VII*« D30PS

(as of June 1971) g

OTLL

COI"D RY SCHOOL SUSPENSION RATE AS OF JUNE, 197 2% .
! (’%or Scnhool Year 1970-71) . ’
. ) - TOTAL WHXITE TOTAL BLACK TOTAL BLACK TOTAL WIITE
IOCL SUSPENDED SUSPINDED " ¢ SUSPENSIONS SUSPRFISIONS .
st Uoper CGrade Jenter T 65 1 | Lo+l 86 I ! \911
ST Upper Grade Cencer 28 | 1 59 1 113 [ a3] -
stridge Eizh Scrool 70 .. 1 18] 12U . | %0
stview Hign School L7 .} 97 i | 180 | 58
tal. 210 283 L4183 285

7L FOR 1969<70 1970-71 69-70-71
SCHGOL YEA: 3 v . 3 W : 3 W
Bastridge High School 11 30 2l 37 S 35 87

Westview Hizh. 8chool
. - i

(27 )

Total both High Schools

Total enrollment as of October, 1970

KTC o

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

“

*

EZastridge High School 1195
- VWestview High School

1074

5 - 94

17

i




